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Highlights 


52950  Medical  Devices  HEW/FDA  proposed  regulations 
to  the  classification  of  all  hematology  and  pathology 
devices:  comments  by  11-13-79  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 
(109  documents)  ’ 

53066  Depositaries  and  Financial  Agents  Treasury/FS 
revises  rules  to  broaden  classes  of  designated 
financial  institutions:  effective  9-14-79  (Part  III  of 
this  issue) 

52850  Free  and  Reduced  Rate  Transportation  CAB 

proposes  to  allow,  but  not  require,  free 
transportation  of  official  security  guards  by  foreign 
air  carriers:  comments  by  11-13-79 

52847  Fare  Levels  For  Certain  Air  Carriers  CAB 

proposes  to  permit  carriers  from  U.S.  Mainland- 
Alaska  and  intra-Alaska  markets  to  exercise  greater 
degree  of  downward  pricing  flexibility:  comments 
by  11-13-79,  reply  comments  11-28-79 

52827  Mine  Accident,  Injury  and  Illness  Reports  Labor/ 
MSHA  amends  rules  on  investigation  and  reporting: 
effective  10-11-79 

52916  Fuel  Costs  ICC  authorizes  extra  surcharge  for 
carriers  not  utilizing  owner-operators:  effective 
9-7-79 
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Highlights 


52842  Outer  Continental  Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sales  DOE 

proposes  to  establish  subsequent  bidding  process; 
comments  by  11-14-79,  requests  to  speak  by 

9- 27-79,  hearings  10-2, 10-4,  and  10-15-79 

52886  Title  I— Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 

HEW/OE  issues  notice  of  intent  to  waive  certain 
requirements  for  American  Samoa;  effective 

10- 11-79 

52838  Grain  Inspection  USDA/FGIS  issues  rules 

regarding  fees  for  original  online  grain  inspection 
services  and  mileage  costs;  effective  12-2-79 

52858  Certain  Cotton,  Wool,  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Products  from  Republic  of  Phillippines  CITA 
anounces  additional  import  controls;  effective 
9-12-79 

52859  Lawn  Trimmers  and  Edgers  CPSC  denies  petition 
to  establish  rule 

52832  Private  Express  PS  amends  rules  regarding 

enforcement  and  suspension;  effective  10-11-79 

52824  Automatic  T ransfer  of  Funds  FHLBB  revises  rules 
dealing  with  maximum  rate  of  return  on  accounts; 
effective  9-11-79 

52894  1980  Aggregate  Production  Quotas  fustice/DEA 

establishes  quotas  for  all  controlled  substances  in 
Schedules  I  and  II;  effective  9-11-79 

52815  Propyl  Gallate  HEW/FDA  amends  conditions  for 
use  as  a  generally  recognized  as  safe  human  food 
ingredient;  effective  10-11-79 

52947  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 


52950  Part  II,  HEW/FDA 
53066  Part  III,  Treasury/FS 
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Agency  for  International  Development  Defense  Department 

NOTICES  Army  Department. 

Meetings: 

52913  A.I.D.  Research  Advisory  Committee  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

NOTICES 

Aging,  Federal  Council  Schedules  of  controlled  substances:  production 

NOTICES  quotas; 

52881  Meetings:  location  change  52894  Schedule  I  and  II,  1980  aggregate 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

52841  Texas  et  al. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service;  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

Army  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

52857  Board  of  Visitors,  U.S.  Military  Academy 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

52898  Music  Advisory  Panel 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Free  and  reduced  rate  transportation: 

52850  Official  security  guards  by  foreign  air  carriers 
Tariffs  of  air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers; 
construction,  publication,  etc.: 

52847  Price/quality  of  service  options:  U.S.  Mainland- 

Alaska  and  intra-Alaska  markets 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

52855  Alaska  fares  investigation 

52855  Commuter  Airlines,  Inc. 

52855  Former  large  irregular  air  service  investigation 

52856  National  Airlines  Subpart  Q  proceeding 

Civil  Rights  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  State  advisory  committees: 

52856  Arizona  (4  documents] 

52857  South  Dakota 

52857  Texas 

52857  Wyoming 

Commerce  Department 

See  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board;  Industry  and 
Trade  Administration:  Maritime  Administration: 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration: 
National  Technical  Information  Service. 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 

NOTICES 

52859  Lawn  trimmers  and  edgers:  petition  denied 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

52860  Analysis  of  refiners’  No.  2  distillate  costs  and 
revenues:  July  1976 — December  1978;  hearing 
postponed 

Consent  orders: 

32860  Gas  Engine  &  Compressor  Service 

52862  Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc. 

52863  Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc. 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  existing 
powerplant  or  installation;  classification  requests: 

52861  Occidental  Chemical  Co. 

Remedial  orders: 

52862  Davis  &  Forbes 

Education  Office 

NOTICES 

52888  Elementary  and  secondary  education;  requirement 
waivers  for  American  Samoa:  advance  notice 
Meetings: 

52889  National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Education  of 
Disadvantaged  Children:  rescheduled 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

NOTICES 

52895  Employment  transfer  and  business  competition 
determinations;  financial  assistance  applications 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

52842  Outer  Continental  Shelf  oil  and  gas  leasing; 
sequential  bidding  process 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  control  regions:  criteria  and  control 
techniques; 

52850  Attainment  status  designations 
Water  pollution  control: 

52851  State  underground  injection  control  programs; 

extension  of  time 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

52881  Science  Advisory  Board 

Federal  Election  Commission 

NOTICES 

52947  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 


IV 
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Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  insurance:  special  hazard  areas: 


52835 

California 

NOTICES 

Disaster  areas: 

52881 

Alabama 

52881 

California 

52881 

Indiana 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

52864  Arizona  Public  Service  Co. 

52864  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

52865  Boston  Edison  Co. 

52865,  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  (3  documents) 

52866 

52866  Columbia  LNG  Corp.  et  al. 

52866  Connecticut  Light  &  Power  Co. 

52867  Consumers  Power  Co. 

52867-  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (4  documents) 

52869 

52869  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

52870  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

52870  Gulf  Power  Co. 

52871  Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

52871  Inter-City  Minnesota  Pipelines  Ltd.,  Inc. 

52872  Iowa  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

52873  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc. 

52872  Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

52873  Lawrenceburg  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

52874  Mississippi  Power  Co. 

52873,  Montana  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

52874 

52875  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

52875  Northern  States  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

52875  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp. 

52876  South  Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering  Co. 

52877  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

52878  Southwest  Gas  Corp. 

52878  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  et  al. 

52878  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

52879  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.  et  al. 

52879  Transwestern  Pipeline  Co. 

52879  Washington  National  Gas  Co. 

52880  Washington  Water  Power  Co. 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

52876  furisdictional  agency  determinations 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
RULES 

Grain  standards: 

52638  Fees  for  original  online  inspection  services  and 
mileage  costs 

NOTICES 

Grain  standards:  inspection  points: 

52854  South  Carolina 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
RULES 

Federal  home  loan  bank  system: 

52824  Automatic  transfer  accounts;  maximum  rate  of 
return 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation: 
52824  Early  withdrawal  penalty;  exemption  upon  death 
of  account  owner:  clarification 


52823  National  security  information  program; 
implementation 

Federal  Reserve  System 
RULES 

Procedure  rules: 

52623  Deputy  Managers;  deletion  of  references 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

52881  American  Security  Corp. 

52884  Beltway  Bancshares,  Inc. 

52883  Chemical  New  York  Corp. 

52884  Citizens  Bancshares  Corp. 

52884  Dakota  Bancshares,  Inc. 

52885  Exchange  Bank  Corp. 

52885  First  M  &  F  Corp. 

52885  Hampton  Bancshares,  Inc. 

52885  Ionia  Bancshares,  Inc. 

52885  Loof  Investment  Co. 

52882  Maryland  National  Corp. 

52886  Merkel  Bancshares,  Inc. 

52886  Mid-Nebraska  Co.,  Inc. 

52886  Old  Kent  Financial  Corp. 

52683  Philadelphia  National  Corp. 

52884  Philadelphia  National  Corp.  et  al. 

52886  Sabrina  Properties,  N.V.,  et  al. 

52882  Security  Agency,  Inc. 

52886  Town  Financial  Corp. 

52887  Trader’s  Holding  Co. 

52887  Trans  Texas  Bancorporation.  Inc. 

52887  Trust  Co.  of  Georgia 

52887  Utah  Bancorporation 

52947  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Trade  Commission 
NOTICES 

52947  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Fiscal  Service 

RULES 

53066  Depositaries  and  financial  agents  of  the 
government;  designation  and  collateral 
requirements 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
RULES 

GRAS  or  prior-sanctioned  ingredients; 

52815  Propyl  gallate 
PROPOSED  RULES 

52949-  Medical  devices,  neurological:  classification  (109 
53063  documents:  see  preamble  of  first  document  for 
complete  listing) 

NOTICES 

Meetings; 

52889  Consumer  participation:  information  e.xchange  (2 

documents) 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

52657  Cincinnati.  Ohio 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  also  Education  Office:  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

52889  Women,  Rights  and  Responsibilities.  Secretary’s 

Advisory  Committee 
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Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation  Service 
NOTICES 

Historic  Places  National  Register;  additions, 
deletions,  etc.: 

52898 

Raoul,  Inc. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

RULES 

52892 

Alaska  et  al. 

Public  Land  Orders: 

52893 

California 

Indian  Affairs  Bureau 

52835 

Colorado 

NOTICES 

Alaska  native  selections;  applications,  etc.: 

NOTICES 

52890 

Sealaska  Corp. 

52890 

Indian  tribes,  acknowledgment  of  existence; 

Meetings: 

petitions 

Land  transfer: 

52891 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board 

52890 

Assiniboine  and  Sioux  Tribes,  Fort  Peck  Indian 
Reservation,  Mont. 

Industry  and  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

52837 

Marine  Mammal  Commission 

RULES 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act;  implementation 

Maritime  Administration 

RULES 

52858 

Management  Labor  Textile  Advisory  Committee 

Interior  Department 

See  also  Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service:  Indian  Affairs  Bureau:  Land  Management 
Bureau;  National  Park  Service. 

52837 

Subsidized  vessels  and  operators: 

Inventories  of  vessels  covered  by  ODS 
agreements;  CFR  Part  removed 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

RULES 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

52826 

Authority  citation  corrections  to  MSHA  regulations 

Coal  mine  health  and  safety: 

52894 

Little  Lost-Birch  Creek  Planning  Unit,  Idaho 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

52827 

Mine  accident,  injury  and  illness  reports 

NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications: 

52850 

Privacy  Act:  implementation 

52895 

Forman-Lose  Mining  Inc. 

NOTICES 

52895 

Old  Ben  Coal  Co. 

52913 

Privacy  Act:  systems  of  records 

52896 

Sunshine  Mining  Co. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

Motor  carriers: 

52914  Agricultural  cooperative  transportation;  filing 

notices 

52916  Fuel  costs  recovery;  expedited  procedures 
52917,  Permanent  authority  applications  (2  documents) 

52934 

52936  Petitions,  applications,  finance  matters  (including 
temporary  authorities),  railroad  abandonments, 
alternate  route  deviations,  and  intrastate 
applications 

52916,  Railroad  car  service  rules,  mandatory;  exemptions 

52917  (3  documents) 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

52914  Bessemer  &  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Co, 

52915  Delaware  &  Hudson  Railway  Co. 

52915  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

52915  Northwestern  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

52915  Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Co. 

52915  Southern  Railway  Co. 

Justice  Department 

See  Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

Labor  Department 

See  also  Employment  and  Training  Administration; 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

52898  A.  Soloff  &  Son 

52896  Eastern  Associated  Coal  Corp. 

52897  H.  Freeman  &  Son,  Inc. 

52897  M.  Jensen,  Inc.,  et  al. 

52897  Philip  Gurian  Sons,  Inc. 


National  Labor  Relations  Board 

NOTICES 

52898  Performance  review  boards;  members;  appointment 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fishery  conservation  and  management: 

52852  Fixed  fishing  gear  in  North  Atlantic  FCZ; 
hearings 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

52893  Snowmobile;  management  policy;  correction 

National  Technical  Information  Service 

NOTICES 

Patent  licenses,  exclusive: 

52857  Edwards  Laboratories 

Neighborhood  Reinvestment  National 

Corporation 

NOTICES 

52947  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

52911  Carolina  Power  and  Light  Co. 

52912  Consumers  Power  Co. 

52912  Florida  Power  and  Light  Co. 

52912  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co. 

52912  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co.,  et  al. 

52947  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 


VI 
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Meetings: 

52911  Nuclear  Power  Plant  Construction  During 
Adjudication  Advisory  Committee 
52899  National  security  information  program: 
implementation 

Postal  Service 
RULES 

Postal  Service  Manual: 

52828  Business  reply  mail:  use  by  Federal  agencies 
Restrictions  on  private  carriage  of  letters:’ 

52832  Private  express  statutes:  enforcement  and 
suspension 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 
NOTICES 

Loan  guarantees  proposed: 

52854  Tri-State  Generation  and  Transmission 

Association.  Inc. 

State  Department 

See  Agency  for  International  Development. 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 
NOTICES 

Cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile  products: 
52858  Philippines 

Treasury  Department 

See  Fiscal  Service:  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

United  States  Railway  Association 

NOTICES 

52914  Supplemental  transaction  proposal 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

52856  Arizona  Advisory  Committee,  9-25,  9-26.  9-27,  and 
9-28-79  (4  documents] 

52857  South  Dakota  Advisory  Committee.  9-27  and 
9-28-79 

52857  Wyoming  Advisory  Committee.  9-24-79 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Industry  and  Trade  Administration — 

52858  Management-Labor  Textile  Advisory  Committee. 
9-26-79 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Army  Department — 

52857  United  States  Military  Academy,  Board  of  Visitors. 
9-27  through  9-29-79 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
52881  Science  Advisory  Board,  Executive  Committee. 
Toxic  Substances  Subcommittee.  10-19-79 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

52889  Consumer  exchange,  9-24  and  9-27-79  (2 
documents) 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

52889  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Rights  and 

Responsibilities  of  Women,  Family  Policy  Task 
Force,  10-4-79 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau —  . 

52891  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board,  Scientific 
Committee.  10-11  and  10-12-79 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE  ARTS 
52898  Music  Advisory  Panel.  Jazz  Section.  9-24  through 
9-28-79 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Agency  For  International  Development — 

52913  Research  Advisory  Committee.  10-29  and  10-30-79 

CHANGED  MEETING 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  AGING 
52881  Location  change  of  meeting,  9-12-79 

RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
52857  Texas  Advisory  Committee.  9-27-79 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

Education  Office — 

52889  National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Education  of 
Disadvantaged  Children,  10-19  and  10-20-79 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
52911  Advisory  committee  on  nuclear  powerplant 

construction  during  adjudication,  9-14  and  9-28-79 

HEARING 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

52852  Mid-Atlantic  and  New  England  Fishery 

Management  Councils:  September  and  October 
1979 

RESCHEDULED  HEARING 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration — 

52860  Meeting  on  analysis  of  refiners’  No.  2  distillated 
costs  and  revenues.  9-26-79 
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Rules  and  Regulations 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
use.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
12  CFR  Part  272 

Federal  Open  Market  Committee  Rules 
of  Practice 

AGENCY:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  has  amended  its  Rules  of 
Procedure  to  delete  references  to  Deputy 
Managers,  because  of  a  realignment  of 
staff  personnel. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  14, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Murray  Altmann,  Secretary.  Federal 
Open  Market  Committee,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  (202/ 
452-3253). 

The  Federal  Open  Market  Committee 
has  amended  its  Rules  of  Procedure. 

1.  Effective  August  14, 1979  §  272.3(d) 
and  (e)  of  Rules  of  Procedure  (12  CFR 
Part  272)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  272.3  Meetings. 

***** 

(d)  Attendance  at  meetings. 
Attendance  at  Committee  meetings  is 
restricted  to  members  and  alternate 
members  of  the  Committee,  the 
Presidents  of  Federal  Reserve  Banks 
who  are  not  at  the  time  members  or 
alternates,  staff  officers  of  the 
Committee,  the  Managers,  and  such 
other  advisers  as  the  Committee  may 
invite  from  time  to  time. 

(e)  Meeting  agendas.  The  Secretary,  in 
consultation  with  the  Chairman, 
prepares  an  agenda  of  matters  to  be 
discussed  at  each  meeting  and  the 
Secretary  transmits  the  agenda  to  the 
members  of  the  Committee  within  a 
reasonable  time  in  advance  of  such 
meeting.  In  general,  the  agendas  include 


approval  of  minutes  of  actions;  reports 
by  the  Managers  on  open  market 
operations  since  the  previous  meeting, 
and  ratification  by  the  Committee  of 
such  operations:  reports  by  Economists 
on,  and  Committee  discussion  of,  the 
economic  and  financial  situation  and 
outlook;  Committee  discussion  of 
monetary  policy  and  action  with  respect 
thereto:  and  such  other  matters  as  may 
be  considered  necessary, 

(5  U.S.C.  552) 

2.  The  provisions  of  section  553  of 
Title  5,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
notice  and  public  participation  and  to 
deferred  effective  dates,  are  not 
followed  in  connection  with  the 
adoption  of  this  action  because  the  rules 
involved  are  procedural  in  nature  and 
accordingly  do  not  constitute 
substantive  rules  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  such  section. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee,  August  27, 1979. 

Murray  Altmann, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28221  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  :im| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-Ot-M 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
12  CFR  Part  505c 
INo.  79-467] 

< 

National  Security  Information; 
Handling  Classified  Information 

September  5, 1979. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  new  regulation 
establishes  the  policy  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  regarding 
handling  of  classified  material.  The 
Bank  Board  has  not  previously  adopted 
regulations  on  this  subject.  Publication 
of  this  regulation  is  required  by 
Executive  Order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11. 1979. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  R.  Hall,  Attorney,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board,  1700  G  Street,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20552  (202-377-6445). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Executive  Order  12065,  43  FR  28949 
(1978),  established  new  policy  for  the 
classification,  safeguarding,  and 
declassification  of  national  security 


information,  i.e.,  information  classified 
Top  Secret,  Secret,  or  Confidential. 
Under  that  Order,  each  agency  that 
handles  such  information  must  establish 
procedures  regarding  such  handling  and 
publish  them  in  the  Federal  Register.  In 
accordance  with  that  requirement  the 
Bank  Board  is  amending  its  General 
Regulations  (12  CFR  Subchapter  A)  by 
adding  a  new  Part  505c. 

The  new  part  includes  the  following: 

(1)  Statement  of  Bank  Board  policy 
regarding  information  security; 

(2)  Designation  of  an  administrator  for 
the  Bank  Board’s  information  security 
program;  and 

(3)  Mandatory  review  procedure. 

The  Bank  Board  finds  that  notice  and 

public  procedure  are  unnecessary  under 
12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
because  the  regulation  concerns  internal 
Bank  Board  procedures,  and  that 
publication  of  the  regulation  for  the  30- 
day  period  specified  in  12  CFR  508.14 
and  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  prior  to  effective 
date  is  unnecessary  for  the  same  reason. 

Accordingly,  the  Bank  Board  hereby 
amends  Subchapter  A  of  its  regulations 
by  adding  a  new  Part  505c  thereto,  to 
read  as  follows: 

PART  505c— NATIONAL  SECURITY 
INFORMATION 

Sec. 

505C.1  Purpose  and  scope.  * 

505C.2  Policy. 

505C.3  Administration  of  program. 

505C.4  Procedures. 

Authority:  Sec.  17.  47  Stat.  736,  as  amended 
(12  U.S.C.  1437);  E.0. 12065,  43  FR  28949 
(1978).  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947, 12  FR  4981.  3 
CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071 

§  505c.  1  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  This  part  is  issued  by  the  Board 
pursuant  to  the  requirement  of  Sec.  5- 
402  of  Executive  Order  12065,  43  FR 
28949  (1978)  (“the  Order"),  that 
unclassified  regulations  that  establish 
information  security  policy  and 
unclassified  guidelines  for  systematic 
declassification  review,  which  affect  the 
public,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(b)  This  part  covers  all  information 
and  material  handled  by  the  Board  that 
is  owned  by,  produced  for  or  by,  or 
under  the  control  of,  the  United  States 
Government,  has  been  determined 
pursuant  to  the  Order  or  prior  Orders  to 
require  protection  against  unauthorized 
disclosure,  and  is  so  designated.  Such 
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material  is  referred  to  in  this  Part  as 
classified  information. 

§  505c.2  Policy. 

It  is  the  Board's  policy  to  act  in 
accordance  with  the  Order  with  respect 
to  alt  classified  information. 

§  505C.3  Administration  of  program. 

The  Director,  Administrative  Services 
Division  (the  “Director”),  shall  (a) 
implement  and  oversee  the  Board's 
information  security  program;  (b) 
receive  questions,  suggestions,  and 
complaints  regarding  it;  (c)  make 
changes  to  it  as  he  deems  advisable;  (d) 
assure  that  it  is  at  all  times  consistent 
with  the  Order;  and  (e)  receive  requests 
for  declassification  regardless  of  the 
origin  of  the  request,  assuring  that 
requests  are  acted  upon  within  60  days 
and  that  requests  submitted  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  are  handled 
in  accordance  with  that  Act. 

§  505C.4  Mandatory  review  procedure. 

The  Director  shall  process  requests  for 
mandatory  review  for  declassification. 
The  Director  shall  not  refuse  to  confirm 
the  existence  or  non-existence  of  a 
document  requested  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  or  the  Mandatory 
Review  Provision  of  the  Order,  unless 
the  fact  of  its  existence  or  non-existence 
would  itself  be  classifiable  under  the 
Order. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

1. 1.  Finn, 

Secretary 

|KR  Ooc;  79-28279  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6720-01-M 


12CFR  Part  526 

(No.  79-4661 

Maximum  Rate  of  Return  on  Accounts 
Subject  to  Automatic  Transfer 

September  5, 1979. 

agency:  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

action:  Final  rule, 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  increases 
from  5%  to  5.25%  the  maximum  return 
that  members  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  System  may  pay  on  accounts  that 
are  subject  to  automatic  transfer  of 
funds  to  another  account.  The  maximum 
authorized  rate  on  such  accounts  in 
member  institutions  is  required  by 
statute  to  equal  the  maximum  rate  that 
FDlC-insured  banks  (excluding  mutual 
savings  banks)  may  pay  on  such 
accounts.  The  maximum  authorized  rate 
on  commercial  bank  deposits  was 
recently  increased  to  5.25%,  and  this 


amendment  conforms  the  Bank  System 
regulations  to  that  change. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  R.  Hall.  Attorney.  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board.  1700  G  Street.  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20552  (202-377-6445). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
526.3(a)(9)  of  the  Regulations  for  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  (12 
CFR  526.3(a)(9))  limits  to  5%  the  rate  that 
a  member  institution  may  pay  on  any 
savings  account  or  deposit  that  is 
subject  to  automatic  transfers  to  the 
institution  itself  or  to  a  demand  or 
deposit  account  of  the  accountholder. 
This  limitation  was  adopted  to 
implement  title  XVI  of  the  Financial 
Institutions  Regulatory  and  Interest  Rate 
Control  Act  of  1978  which  provided  that 
there  shall  be  no  differential  between 
the  maximum  interest  payable  on  such 
accounts  by  banks  (other  than  savings 
banks)  whose  deposits  are  insured  by 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation  and  by  thrift  institutions 
whose  deposits  are  insured  by  the 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation  or  by  mutual  savings  banks. 
The  5%  maximum  rate  in  §  526.3(a)(9) 
equalled  the  maximum  authorized  rate 
on  bank  deposits  at  the  time  the  section 
was  adopted. 

However,  the  maximum  authorized 
rate  of  return  on  bank  deposits  was 
recently  increased  to  5.25%.  Therefore, 
in  conformity  with  that  change,  the  Bank 
Board  is  amending  §  526.3(a)(9)  to  reflect 
an  equal  increase  in  the  rate  applicable 
to  member  institutions. 

It  should  be  noted  that  §  526.3(a)(9)  in 
n^  way  authorizes  automatic  transfer 
accounts.  It  merely  sets  the  maximum 
interest  rate  payable  on  these  accounts 
in  any  State  where  any  provision  of 
State  or  Federal  law  permits  them  to  be 
offered  by  member  institutions. 

Because  this  change  is  conforming  in 
nature,  and  because  the  Bank  Board 
believes  it  is  in  the  public  interest  that 
there  should  be  no  interruption  in  the 
uniformity  of  rate  ceilings  applicable  to 
these  accounts,  the  Bank  Board  has 
determined  to  dispense  with  (1)  notice 
and  public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(b)  and  12  CFR  508.11  and  (2) 
publication  of  the  amendment  for  the  30- 
day  period  prescribed  in  5  U.S.C.  553(d) 
and  12  CFR  508.14. 

Accordingly,  the  Bank  Board  hereby 
amends  §  526.3(a)(9)  of  the  Bank  System 
Regulations  (12  CFR  526.3(a)(9)),  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

§  526.3  Maximum  rates  of  return  payable 
by  members  on  savings  accounts. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  526.3-1  for 
certificate  accounts  of  $100,000  or  more. 


no  member  may  pay  an  annual  rate  of 
return  on  a  savings  account  exceeding 
the  applicable  maximum  percentage,  as 
follows: 

***** 

(9)  5.25% — savings  accounts  or 
deposits  which  are  subject  to  automatic 
transfers  to  the  member  itself  or  to  a 
demand  or  deposit  account  of  the  same 
accountholder,  made  as  a  normal 
practice,  according  to  a  prearranged 
agreement  with  the  accountholder,  to 
cover  checks,  drafts,  or  similar 
instruments  drawn  by  the  accountholder 
on  the  member. 

***** 

(Sec.  4,  80  Slat.  824  (12  U.S.C.  1425b).  Reorg. 
Plan  No.  3  of  1947, 12  FR  4981,  3  CFR  1943-48 
Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

). ).  Finn, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  79-28271  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  dr!) 

BILLING  CODE  6720-01-M 


12  CFR  Part  545 

[No.  79-468,  Dated  September  5. 1979] 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System; 
Operations— T  echnical  Clarification 

agency:  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  clarifies  the  Bank 
Board’s  intention  regarding  the  order  of 
application  of  two  recently  adopted 
amendments  that  revised  the  same 
regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  PLEASE 
CONTACT:  John  R.  Hall,  Attorney, 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  1700  G 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20552 
(202-377-6445). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  by 
Board  Resolution  No.  79-316.  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  July  3. 1979  (44 
F.R.  39108),  adopted  a  revision  of  most 
of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  the 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System, 
including  Part  545  of  those  Regulations 
(12  CFR  Part  545).  The  effective  date  of 
the  revision  was  August  3, 1979. 

On  August  2. 1979,  the  Bank  Board,  by 
Board  Resolution  No.  79-421,  adopted 
additional  amendments  to  Part  545 
which  became  effective  immediately. 
Those  amendments  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  August  8, 1979  (44 
F.R.  46441).  The  amendments  were 
intended  to  supersede  and  amend  the 
revision  published  on  July  3,  and  the 
section  numbers  changed  by  the 
amendments  were  those  of  revised  Part 
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545.  However,  because  the  effective  date 
of  the  earlier  revision  follows  the 
effective  date  of  the  later  amendments, 
the  effect  of  the  two  amendments  may 
be  unclear. 

Therefore,  the  Bank  Board  has 
determined  to  restate  the  affected 
language  of  the  sections  involved. 
Accordingly,  §  §  545.1-1  and  545.4  should 
read  in  part  as  set  forth  below. 

§  545.1-1  Rates  of  return  on  savings 
accounts. 

***** 

(b)  Fixed  balance  bonus  account.  The 
board  of  directors  of  a  Federal 
association  which  has  adopted  the 
bylaw  in  §  544.6(e)  of  this  subchapter 
may  determine  that,  in  addition  to 
earnings  distributed  on  savings 
accounts,  the  association  will  distribute 
a  bonus  on  accounts  of  a  minimum 
amount  maintained  for  a  minimum 
qualifying  period  (at  least  3  months  but 
not  more  than  36  months],  as  follows: 
***** 

(4)  If  any  part  of  a  fixed-balance 
bonus  account  is  withdrawn  before 
expiration  of  the  term,  the  penalty 
prescribed  in  §  526.7(a)  of  this  chapter 
shall  apply.  If  any  earnings  were 
distributed  on  the  account  before  the 
withdrawal,  deduction  shall  be  made 
from  the  amount  withdrawn  to  adjust  for 
the  penalty  applicable  thereto.  Section 
526.7(b)  shall  apply  with  respect  to 
accounts  issued  before  July  1, 1979. 
However,  in  the  circumstances 
prescribed  in  §  526.7(c),  such  penalty 
shall  not  be  applied. 
***** 

§  545.4  Withdrawals. 

(a)  Withdrawal  prior  to  expirotion  of 
term.  (1)  If  any  part  of  a  savings  account 
authorized  under  §  545.1-l(f),  or  any 
part  of  a  fixed-term  savings  deposit,  is 
withdrawn  before  expiration  of  the  term, 
the  penalty  prescribed  in  §  526.7(a)  of 
this  Chapter  shall  apply.  If  any  earnings 
were  distributed  on  the  account  before 
the  withdrawal,  deduction  shall  be 
made  from  the  amount  withdrawn  to 
adjust  for  the  penalty  applicable  thereto. 
Section  526.7(b)  shall  apply  with  respect 
to  accounts  issued  before  July  1, 1979. 
However,  in  the  circumstances 
prescribed  in  §  526.7(c),  such  penalty 
shall  not  be  applied. 
***** 

(3)  An  association  may  provide  that 
an  account  owner  cannot  withdraw  any 
part  of  a  fixed-term  savings  deposit  or 
certificate  account  before  its  term 
expires  except  in  the  event  of  death,  or 
adjudication  of  incompetence,  of  an 
account  owner  and  under  such  other 
emergency  circumstances  as  may  be  set 


forth  in  the  certificate  evidencing  the 
account. 

***** 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C. 
§  1464).  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947, 12  F.R. 
4981,  3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 
J.  J.  Finn, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28297  Filed  9-10-79:  8  45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  184 

[Docket  No.  78N-0106] 

Direct  Food  Substances  Affirmed  as 
Generally  Recognized  as  Safe;  Propyl 
Gallate 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
conditions  of  use  for  propyl  gallate  as 
generally  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS) 
direct  human  food  ingredient.  The 
change  is  made  because  the  currently 
permitted  conditions  of  use  are  not  in 
accord  with  traditional  good 
manufacturing  practice,  the  conditions 
FDA  considered  in  its  evaluation  of  the 
safety  of  propyl  gallate  as  a  GRAS 
ingredient.  This  action  revokes  the 
currently  permitted  conditions  of  use  for 
the  ingredient  in  food  and  affirms  as 
GRAS  the  conditions  of  use  traditionally 
permitted  under  good  manufacturing 
practice. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  11, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Written  objections  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Corbin  I.  Miles,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
335),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20204,  202-472-4750. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  5, 1978  (43  FR 
19422),  FDA  proposed  to  modify  the 
regulation  affirming  the  GRAS  status  of 
propyl  gallate  to  restore  the  conditions 
of  use  traditionally  permitted  under 
good  manufacturing  practice  and 
considered  during  FDA’s  evaluation  of 
the  safety  of  propyl  gallate  as  a  GRAS 
ingredient.  Traditionally,  under  good 
manufacturing  practice,  propyl  gallate, 
alone  or  in  combination  with  other 


antioxidants,  did  not  exceed  0.02 
percent  of  the  fat  or  oil  cofitent  of  the 
food.  However,  the  GRAS  affirmation 
proposal  for  propyl  gallate  that  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  23, 1974  (39  FR  34199) 
inadvertently  proposed  different 
conditions  of  use.  These  conditions 
(maximum  level  of  0.015  percent  of  food) 
permitted  the  use  of  propyl  gallate  in 
food  independent  of  both  the  fat  and  oil 
content  of  the  food  and  the  content  of 
other  antioxidants.  This  altered 
condition  of  use  was  adopted  in  the  final 
regulation  (§  184.1660  (21  CFR  184.1660)), 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  7, 1976  (41  FR  53613). 

One  comment  was  received  in 
response  to  the  agency’s  proposed 
modification  of  §  184.1660.  A 
manufacturer  of  cereal  grain  products 
requested  an  additional  condition  of  use 
for  propyl  gallate  in  food  and 
particularly  in  breakfast  cereals.  The 
suggested  additional  condition  of  use 
would  permit  a  level  of  propyl  gallate, 
alone  or  in  combination  with  other 
antioxidants,  of  50  parts  per  million 
(ppm)  (0.005  percent)  in  food, 
irrespective  of  the  fat  or  oil  content  of 
the  food. 

In  1960,  the  same  manufacturer 
petitioned  FDA  for  a  food  additive 
regulation  to  permit  the  use  of  50  ppm 
propyl  gallate  in  breakfast  cereals.  This 
petition  was  denied  by  FDA  because  of 
insufficient  safety  information  to 
support  this  use.  Based  on  the  safety 
information  for  propyl  gallate  that  was 
accumulated  and  evaluated  under  the 
GRAS  Review  Program,  the 
manufacturer  requested  FDA  to 
reconsider  this  use. 

FDA  recognizes  that  the  Select 
Committee,  in  its  evaluation  of  the 
safety  of  propyl  gallate  in  food, 
concluded  there  was  no  evidence 
demonstrating  propyl  gallate  to  be  a 
hazard  to  the  public  when  it  is  used  at 
levels  that  are  now  current  or  that  might 
reasonably  be  expected  in  the  future. 
Despite  this  conclusion,  however,  the 
Select  Committee  recognized  difficulties 
in  the  interpretation  of  some  reports.  In 
addition,  results  from  the  1970  National 
Academy  of  Science/National  Research 
Council  survey  of  food  manufacturers  on 
the  use  of  GRAS  ingredients  and  the 
Market  Research  Corporaton  of  America 
survey  of  food  consumption  suggest  that 
the  use  of  propyl  gallate  in  breakfast 
cereals  could  result  in  a  twofold  or 
greater  increase  in  overall  consumption 
of  propyl  gallate.  Moreover,  the  greatest 
increase  (in  terms  of  milligrams  (mg) 
propyl  gallate  consumed  per  kilogram 
(kg)  body  weight)  would  occur  in  infants 
(0  to  5  months,  6  to  11  months)  on 
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account  of  the  disproportionate 
consumption  (per  kg  body  weight)  of 
breakfast  cereals  by  these  groups. 
Furthermore,  butylated  hydroxyanisole 
(BHA)  and  butylated  hydroxytoluene 
(BHT).  two  alternative  antioxidants  to 
propyl  gallate,  are  currently  under 
review  by  FDA,  and  uncertainties  exist 
regarding  some  aspects  of  their  safety. 
Traditionally  permitted  conditions  of 
use  for  propyl  gallate,  as  established  in 
this  final  rule,  would  permit  its 
substitution  for  the  GRAS  uses  of  BHA 
and  BHT.  This  substitution  of 
antioxidants  would  itself  result  in  a 
considerable  increase  in  consumer 
exposure  to  propyl  gallate.  Finally,  the 
available  toxicity  studies  for  propyl 
gallate  were  conducted  in  the  late  1940's 
and  early  1950's.  Although  these  data, 
combined  with  the  long  history  of  use  of 
propyl  g*allate  as  an  antioxidant,  are 
currently  adequate  to  reaffirm  the  GRAS 
status  of  current  and  predicted  future 
uses  of  propyl  gallate  at  a  level  of  0.02 
percent  of  the  fat  or  oil  content  of  the 
food,  they  are  inadequate  to  support 
additional  new  uses  of  the  ingredient. 

Propyl  gallate  has  traditionally  been 
added  to  food  to  retard  rancidity 
development,  and  traditional  conditions 
of  use.  as  reestablished  by  this  final 
rule,  are  0.02  percent  of  the  fat  or  oil 
content  of  the  food.  Data  available  to 
FDA  are  insufficient  to  establish  the 
functionality  of  0.005  percent  propyl 
gallate  as  an  antioxidant  in  low-fat- 
containing  foods. 

As  a  result  of  these  considerations, 
the  agency  concludes  that  the  current 
safety  data  for  propyl  gallate  are 
insufficient  to  support  the  potentially 
vast  expansion  in  consumption  of  the 
ingredient  that  might  result  from  the 
requested  use  of  propyl  gallate  at  a  level 
of  0.005  percent  in  food  irrespective  of 
the  fat  or  oil  content  of  the  food.  The 
agency  also  concludes  that  the  data 
concerning  the  functionality  of  propyl 
gallate  as  an  antioxidant  in  low-fat- 
containing  foods  are  also  inadequate  to 
support  this  use. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201(s). 

409.  701(a).  52  Stat.  1055,  72  Stat.  1784- 
1788  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321(s),  348. 
371(a)))  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
(21  CFR  5.1).  Part  184  is  amended  in 
§  184.1660  by  revising  paragraph  (d)  to 
reacf  as  follows: 

§  184.1660  Propyl  gallate. 
***** 

(d)  The  ingredient  is  used  in  food  at 
levels  not  to  exceed  good  manufacturing 
practice  in  accordance  with 
§  184.1(b)(1).  Good  manufacturing 
practice  results  in  a  maximum  total 


content  of  antioxidants  (consisting  of 
propyl  gallate  alone  or  in  combination 
with  other  antioxidants)  of  0.02  percent 
of  the  fat  or  oil  content,  including  the 
essential  (volatile)  oil  content,  of  the 
food. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  October  11. 1979. 

(Secs.  201{s).  409,  701(a).  52  Stat.  1055.  72  Stat. 
1784-1788  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321(s).  348. 
371(a)).) 

Dated:  September  4. 1979. 

)oseph  P.  Mile. 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

IKR  UiM..  7>»-2H(K)4  Kiled  S-IO-’R.  8  4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

30  CFR  Parts  40,  41.  43,  44, 46,  48,  70, 
75,  77,  and  100 

Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health; 
Technical,  Nonsubstantive  Revisions 
and  Miscellaneous  Amendments; 
Corrections 

agency;  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration.  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Correction  of  Final  Rules. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects 
authority  citations  to  several  MSHA 
rules  that  appeared  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  1978  and  1979  without 
complete  parallel  citations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Manuel  R.  Lopez,  Room  436.  Ballston 
Tower  No.  3.  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203,  (703)  235-1157. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

This  is  a  technical  amendment  that  is 
nonsubstantive  in  nature.  Therefore,  the 
Secretary  finds  that  advance  notice  and 
public  participation  are  unnecessary. 
The  corrections  are  as  follows: 

PART  40~REPRESENTATIVE  OF 
MINERS 

1.  30  CFR  Part  40.  In  FR  Doc.  78-18892 
appearing  on  pages  29508  through  29510 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday,  July  7, 
1978,  the  authority  citation  on  page 
29509  is  corrected  to  read; 

Authority:  Secs.  5(f)(1).  101(c)  and  (e). 
103(c).  (f).  (g)(1)  and  (g)(2).  104(c).  105(a). 
(b)(1).  (c)(1),  (c)(2).  (c)(3).  and  (d).  107(b)(1) 
and  (e)(1),  109(b).  115(a)(1)  and  (a)(2).  302(a). 
305(b).  312(b).  505  and  508  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L. 
91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164.  83  Stat. 
745.  91  Stat.  1294. 1295. 1298. 1299. 1301. 1303. 
1304. 1305. 1308. 1310  and  1316.  83  Stat.  766. 


777.  785.  802.  and  803  (30  U.S.C.  804(f)(l ).  . 

811(c)  and  (e).  813(c).  (f).  (g)(1)  and  (g)(2). 
814(c).  815(a).  (b)(1).  (c|(l).  (c)(2),  (c)(3)  and 
(d),  817(b)(1)  and  (e)(1).  819(b).  825(a)(1)  and 
(a)(2).  862(a).  865(b).  872(b|.  954  and  957);  Sec. 
307  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Amendments  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95-164.  91 
Stat.  1322  (30  U.S.C.  801  note). 

PART  41— NOTIFICATION  OF  LEGAL 
IDENTITY 

2.  30  CFR  Part  41,  In  FR  Doc.  78-18893 
appearing  on  pages  29510  through  29513 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday,  July  7. 
1978.  the  authority  citation  on  page 
29512  is  corrected  to  read; 

Authority:  Secs.  103(h),  109(d)  and  508  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 

1977.  Pub.  L.  91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
95-164.  91  Stat.  1299  and  1310.  83  Stat.  803  (30 
U.S.C.  813(h),  819(d)  and  957):  Sec.  307  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Amendments 
Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95-164.  91  Stat.  1322  (30 

u  s  e.  801  note). 

PART  43— PROCEDURES  FOR 
PROCESSING  HAZARDOUS 
CONDITIONS  COMPLAINTS 

3.  30  CFR  Part  43.  In  FR  Doc.  78-18894 
appearing  on  pages  29513  through  29516 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday.  July  7, 

1978,  the  authority  citation -on  page 
29515  is  corrected  to  read: 

Authority:  Secs.  103(g).  and  508  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977 
Pub.  L.  91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164, 
91  Stat.  1298  83  Stat.  803  (30  U.S.C.  813(g)  and 
957);  Sec.  307  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  Amendments  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95- 
164.  91  Stat.  1322  (30  U.S.C.  801  note). 

PART  44— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  FOR 
PETITIONS  FOR  MODIFICATION  OF 
MANDATORY  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

4.  30  CFR  Part  44.  In  FR  Doc.  78-18895 
appearing  on  pages  29516  through  29524 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday.  July  7. 
1978.  the  authority  citation  on  page 
29518  is  corrected  to  read: 

Authority:  Secs.  101  and  508  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977.  Pub.  L. 
91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164.  91  Stat. 
1291.  83  Stat.  803  (30  U.S.C.  811  and  957):  Sec. 
301(c)(3)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  Amendments  Act  of  1977.  Pub.  L.  95- 
164.  91  Stat.  1318  (30  U.S.C.  961(c)(3)). 

5.  30  CFR  Part  44.  In  FR  Doc.  78-22222 
appearing  on  page  35687  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  Friday.  August  11. 1978. 
insert  the  following  authority  citation 
immediately  following  correction  item 
number  2  and  before  the  words  "Dated: 
August  1. 1978.": 
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(Secs.  101  and  508  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977  Pub.  L.  91-173  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164,  91  Stat.  1291,  83 
Stat.  803  (30  U.S.C.  811  and  957);  Sec.  301(c)(3) 
of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Amendments  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95-164,  91 
Slat.  1318  (30  U.S.C.  961(c)(3))) 

PART  46— STATE  GRANTS  FOR 
ADVANCEMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY  IN  COAL  AND  OTHER  MINES 

6.  30  CFR  Part  46.  In  FR  Doc.  79-15163 
appearing  on  pages  28588  through  28592 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Tuesday,  May 

15. 1979,  the  authority  citation  on  page 
28588  is  corrected  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  the  citation  the  following: 

‘  •  83  Stat.  800,  803  (30  U.S.C.  953,  957). 

PART  48— HEALTH  AND  SAFETY 
TRAINING  AND  RETRAINING  OF 
MINERS 

7.  30  CFR  Part  48.  In  FR  Doc.  78-29001 
appearing  on  pages  47454  through  47468 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday, 

October  13, 1978,  the  authority  citation 
on  page  47460  is  corrected  to  read: 

Authority:  Secs.  101  and  115  (a),  (b)  and  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977,  Pub.  L.  91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
95-164.  91  Stat.  1291. 1315-1316  (30  U.S.C.  811, 
825  (a),  (b),  and  (c)). 

8.  30  CFR  Part  48.  In  FR  Doc.  79-871 
appearing  on  pages  1979  through  1980  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  Tuesday,  January 

9. 1979,  insert  the  following  authority 
citation  on  page  1980  immediately 
following  amendment  item  No.  6  and 
before  the  words  “Dated:  January  2, 
1979.”: 

(Secs.  101  and  115  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977, 
Pub.  L.  91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164, 
91  Stat.  1291, 1315-1316  (30  U.S.C.  811,  825  (a), 
(b)  and  (c))). 

PART  70— MANDATORY  HEALTH 
STANDARDS— UNDERGROUND  COAL 
MINES 

9.  30  CFR  Part  70.  In  FR  Doc.  78-35640 
appearing  on  pages  40760  through  40764 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  Tuesday, 
September  12, 1978,  insert  the  following 
authority  citation  on  page  40764 
immediately  following  amendment  item 
No.  9: 

(Sec.  101  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  91-173  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164,  91  Stat.  1291  (30 
U.S.C.  811);  Sec.  301  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Amendments  Act  of  1977, 
Pub.  L  95-164,  91  Stat.  1317  (30  U.S.C.  961)). 


PART  75— MANDATORY  SAFETY 
STANDARDS— UNDERGROUND  COAL 
MINES. 

PART  77— MANDATORY  SAFETY 
STANDARDS,  SURFACE  COAL  MINES 
AND  SURFACE  WORK  AREAS  OF 
UNDERGROUND  COAL  MINES 

10.  30  CFR  Parts  75  and  77.  In  FR  Doc. 
79-4713  appearing  on  pages  9379  through 
9380  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Tuesday, 
February  13, 1979,  insert  the  following 
authority  citation  on  page  9380 
immediately  following  amendment  item 
No.  9  and  before  the  words  "Dated: 
February  2, 1979.”: 

(Sec.  508  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  91-173  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164,  83  Stat.  803  (30 
U.S.C.  957)). 

PART  100— CIVIL  PENALTIES  FOR 
VIOLATIONS  OF  THE  FEDERAL  MINE 
SAFETY  AND  HEALTH  ACT  OF  1977 

11.  30  CFR  Part  100.  In  FR  Doc.  78- 
14789  appearing  on  pages  23514  through 
23519  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Tuesday,  May  30, 1978,  the  authority 
citation  on  page  23517  is  corrected  to 
read: 

Authority:  Secs.  105. 110  and  508  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977, 
Pub.  L.  91-173  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164, 
91  Stat.  1303  and  1311,  83  Stat.  803  (30  U.S.C. 
815,  820  and  957);  Sec.  307  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Amendments  Act  of 
1977,  Pub.  L.  95-164,  91  Stat.  1322  (30  U.S.C. 
801  note). 

Dated:  July  26, 1979. 

Eckehard  Muessig, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety 
and  Health. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28276  Filed  9-10-79:  8:4.'>  am| 
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30  CFR  Part  50 

Mine  Accident,  Injury,  and  Illness 
Reports 

agency:  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  (MSHA),  Department  of 
Labor. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  final  rule  amends  the 
existing  regulation  on  the  investigation 
of  mine  accidents  and  injuries  and  the 
reporting  of  mine  accidents,  injuries, 
illnesses,  employment,  and  coal 
production.  The  amended  regulation 
requires  operators  to  complete  all  of 
section  C  of  the  Mine  Accident,  Injury 
and  Illness  Report  (Form  7000-1)  for 
occupational  injuries  and  illnesses. 

The  information  now  clearly  required 
by  the  amended  regulation  is  necessary 


to  enable  MSHA  to  analyze  injury  and 
illness  causation  factors  needed  to 
properly  evaluate  and  develop  Federal 
mine  safety  and  health  standards  and 
programs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  11, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Inga  A.  Watkins,  Room  436,  Ballston 
Tower  No.  3,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203,  703-235-1157. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Statutory  and  Rulemaking  Background 

This  amendment  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1977,  (Sec.  508,  Pub.  L.  91-173,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-164,  83  Stat.  803 
(30  U.S.C.  957))  and  is  exempted  from 
the  notice  and  comment  procedures  of  5 
U.S.C.  §  553  by  5  U.S.C.  §  553(b)(B).  The 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  finds  that  advance  notice  and 
public  participation  is  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  for  the 
reasons  stated  below. 

The  existing  §  50.20-6(a)  was  intended 
to  apply  to  accidents,  occupational 
injuries  and  occupational  illnesses  and 
has  been  consistently  interpreted  by 
MSHA  to  so  apply.  The  manner  in  which 
the  regulation  has  been  construed  and 
enforced  is  well  knowm  to  members  of 
the  mining  industy  and  the  vast  majority 
of  mine  operators  have  been  complying 
with  §  50.20-6(a)  accordingly.  However, 
in  a  recent  case,  an  administrative  law 
judge  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  Review  Commission  held  that 
§  50.20-6(a)  only  requires  mine 
operators  to  provide  information 
concerning  accidents  as  defined  in 
§  50.2(h).  Since  this  amendment 
undertakes  to  clarify,  not  change,  the 
original  intent  of  the  existing  regulation, 
and  since  it  is  consistent  with  the 
administrative  practice  thereunder,  the 
amendment  will  have  a  minimal  impact 
on  the  mining  industry  as  a  whole. 

Part  50  implements  §§  103  (a)  and  (h) 
of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1977  (30  U.S.C.  801,  813,  841),  and 
was  intended  to  achieve  the  statutory 
objective  of  acquisition  and  analysis  of 
accident,  injury  and  illness  data  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  mine  safety  and 
health  hazards.  Part  50  provides  a 
mechanism  for  the  indentification  of 
those  aspects  of  mining  which  need 
intensified  attention  through  health  and 
safety  regulation.  The  information  now 
clearly  required  by  the  amended 
regulation  is  necessary  to  enable  MSHA 
to  analyze  injury  and  illness  causation 
factors  needed  to  properly  evaluate  and 
develop  Federal  mine  safety  and  health 
standards  and  programs.  The  omission 
of  the  data  which  the  revised  §  50.20- 
6(a)  requires  to  be  provided  in  section  C 
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of  the  Mine  Accident,  Injury  and  Illness 
Report  Form  7000-1  woidd  render  the 
submission  of  the  form  partially  useless 
and  frustrate  the  purpose  of  Part  50. 
Therefore,  immediate  clarification  is 
necessary  to  accomplish  the  intention  of 
the  regulation. 

The  Mine  Accident,  Injury  and  Illness 
Report  (Form  7000-1)  will  be  revised  to 
conform  to  the  changes  made  by  this 
amendment  of  Part  50.  The  revision  will 
not  be  executed  until  the  next  printing  of 
the  Form  7000-1.  Therefore,  operators 
may  utilize  the  existing  form  to  comply 
with  the  amended  Part  50  until  a  revised 
form  is  made  available  by  the  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Administation. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  analysis  under  Executive 
Order  12044  or  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
requiring  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

II.  Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  responsible  for 
drafting  this  rule  are  Inga  A.  Watkins 
and  Edward  P.  Clair,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  Department  of  Labor. 

30  CFR  Part  50  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  50.20  lAmended] 

1.  In  §  50.20,  the  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a),  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

•  *  •  •  «  « 

“When  an  accident  specified  in 
§  50.10  occurs,  which  does  not  invlove 
an  occupational  injury,  sections  A,  B, 
and  items  5  through  11  of  section  C  of 
Form  7000-1  shall  be  completed  and 
mailed  to  MSHA  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  in  §  50.20-1  and  criteria 
contained  in  §  50.20-4  through 
§  50.20-6.” 

§  50.20-6  (Amended] 

2.  Section  50.20-6  is  amended  as 
follows: 

(a)  By  revising  the  first  sentence  to 
read  as  follows:  “(a)  Complete  items  5 
through  12  for  each  accident, 
occupational  injury,  or  occupational 
illness." 

(b)  By  deleting  the  paragraph 
designation  and  subheading  “(a) 
Accident  Information”  preceding 
"Item  5.” 

(c)  By  deleting  the  subheading  "Injury 
and  illness  information”  following  the 
paragraph  designation  “(b).” 

(d)  By  revising  the  first  sentence  in 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 
“Complete  items  13-27  for  each 
occupational  injury  or  occupational 
illness." 


(e)  By  adding  the  words  “injury  or 
illness”  after  the  word  “accident”  each 
time  it  appears  in  the  body  of  §  50.20-6. 

(Secs.  103  (a)  and  (h).  and  508,  Pub.  L  91-173, 
as  amended  by  Pub.  L  95-164,  91  Stat.  1297, 
1299,  83  Stat.  803  (30  U.S.C.  801.  813.  957]). 

Dated:  July  26. 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

|FR  Dm.  7S-2S292  Filed  9-10-2»  S:4S  a>n| 
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POSTAL  SERVICE 
39  CFR  Part  111 

Mandatory  Use  of  Business  Reply  Mail 
by  Federal  Agencies 

agency:  Postal  Service. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  The  final  rule  requires  all 
Federal  Government  departments  and 
agencies  to  use  a  modiHed  form  of 
business  reply  mail,  metered  reply  mail, 
or  stamped  self-addressed  envelopes 
when  providing  envelopes,  cards  and 
mailing  labels  to  correspondents  for 
official  business  reply  purposes. 
Exceptions  are  provided  for  census 
reply  mail  authorized  by  Title  13,  U.S.C.. 
and  fourth  class  and  special  service 
reply  mail.  This  rule  is  intended  to 
improve  accountability  for  official  reply 
mail. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  S.  Stanford,  Manager, 

Government  Revenue  and  Examination 
Branch. (202)  245-5001. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  14. 1978,  the  Postal  Service 
published  for  comment  in  the  Federal 
Register  (43  FR  35951;  as  corrected  on 
August  25, 1978,  43  FR  38049)  a  proposal 
to  revise  sections  137.25  and  137.273f  of 
the  Postal  Service  Manual  to  carry  out 
the  rule  summarized  above.’  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  concerning  the  proposed 
change  by  September  13, 1978.  Written 
comments  were  received  from  23 

'  When  this  proposed  rule  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  August  1978,  it  was  drafted  as 
an  amendment  to  Chapter  I  of  the  Postal  Service 
Manual.  Since  that  time,  however.  Chapter  I  of  the 
Postal  Service  Manual  has  been  replaced  by  the 
Domestic  Mail  Manual,  which,  among  other  things, 
carries  forward  the  regulations  on  official  mail  and 
became  effective  on  July  30. 1979.  See  44  FR  39742. 

In  view  of  the  obsolescence  (with  certain  exceptions 
not  pertinent  here)  of  Chapter  I  of  the  Postal  Service 
Manual,  the  final  rule  has  been  drafted  as  an 
amendment  of  the  Domestic  Mail  Manual.  The 
numbering  system  of  Part  137 — OFFICIAL  MAIL  in 
the  Domestic  Mail  Manual  is  the  same  as  it  was  in 
the  Postal  Service  Manual 


Federal  Government  organizations  and  2 
non-govemment  parties.  Twenty  of  the 
commenters  opposed  the  proposal:  five 
favored  it  as  published,  or  off^ered  no 
objections  if  requested  modifications 
were  made.  All  comments  were 
carefully  considered  by  the  Postal 
Service  in  adopting  the  amendments  to 
the  regulations  set  forth  below. 

Thirteen  commenters  objected  to  the 
additional  costs  and/or  the  “complex 
administration”  of  the  proposed  rule. 

The  Postal  Service  has  no  wish  to 
impose  unnecessary  cost  or 
administrative  burdens  on  those 
agencies  which  find  it  necessary  to  use 
reply  mail.  We  have  consequently  made 
a  number  of  changes  to  reduce  the 
administrative  cost  of  these  procedures 
where  it  is  feasible  within  the 
constraints  of  law.  We  believe, 
however,  that  the  financial  interests  of 
the  Postal  Service,  as  well  as  those  of 
Federal  agencies  in  general,  will  best  be 
served  by  providing  a  more  accurate 
accounting  for  returned  reply  mail.  The 
data  provided  in  such  an  accounting  will 
ensure  proper  payment  to  the  Postal 
Service  and  also  permit  agency 
managers  to  make  cost-effective 
decisions  on  the  use  of  reply  maiL 
Considerable  experience  with  similar 
procedures  in  use  by  private  mailers 
leads  us  to  conclude  that  these 
regulations  as  modified  are  less  complex 
administratively  and  no  more  costly 
than  any  alternatives  which  would 
produce  an  accurate  determination  of 
reply  volume. 

Six  commenters  recommended 
increasing  the  accuracy  of  the  present 
system  of  sampling  “Postage  and  Fees 
Paid"  reply  envelopes  instead  of 
adopting  the  business  reply  mail  system. 
Present  procedures  call  for  reply  mail  to 
be  counted  when  it  is  returned  to  the 
agency,  whereas  other  official  mail  k 
counted  when  it  is  sent.  While  some 
improvement  to  this  approach  may  be 
possible  with  extensive  management 
attention  and  increased  costs,  the  basic 
problem  with  the  current  procedures 
that  prevents  achieving  an  acceptable 
level  of  accuracy  is  the  difficulty  in 
identifying  and  separating  “Postage  and 
Fees  Paid"  reply  mail  being  returned  to 
a  Federal  agency  from  incoming 
“Postage  and  Fees  Paid”  mail.  The  two 
kinds  of  mail  appear  to  be  identical. 
Available  evidence  indicates  that 
significant  volumes  of  reply  mail  are  not 
counted,  primarily  because  they  are  not 
recognized  as  reply  mail.  This  is 
supported  by  the  fact  that  many  Federal 
agency  accounts  report  little  or  no 
official  reply  volume. 

Four  agencies  requested  exemption 
from  the  proposed  procedures.  Three  of 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  177  /  Tuesday.  September  11,  1979  /  Rules  and  Regulations  52829 


these  argued  that  they  should  not  be 
required  to  use  business  reply  mail  since 
their  postage  charges  are  determined  by 
the  Postal  Service  sampling  procedures. 
Postal  Service  sampling  procedures 
produce  statistically  reliable  results  only 
when  a  very  large  volume  of  mail  is 
available  for  sampling.  Many  agencies 
simply  do  not  have  the  necessary 
volume,  and  such  an  option  would  be 
unavailable  to  them.  We  believe  it 
would  not  be  equitable  to  grant 
exceptions  based  solely  upon  use  of 
Postal  Service  sampling  when  that 
option  is  not  available  to  all  agencies. 
Official  business  reply  mail,  however, 
would  be  open  to  all  agencies  regardless 
of  size.  In  addition,  that  part  of  the  cost 
of  the  Postal  Service  sampling 
procedures  that  relates  to  the  counting 
of  official  reply  mail  should  properly  be 
paid  by  the  agency  for  whom  the  work  is 
performed.  The  official  business  reply 
system  provides  a  fair  and  equitable 
method  of  assigning  that  cost  to  the 
using  Federal  agency. 

The  fourth  agency,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  requested  an  exemption  for  the 
following  reasons,  among  others.  The 
Bureau  advised  that  on  March  28, 1980  it 
will  mail  out  about  80  million  addressed 
questionnaires  to  householc  '  throughout 
the  country  for  the  1980  Census  of 
Population  and  Housing.  Householders 
will  be  asked  to  return  the  completed 
questionnaires  on  April  1, 1980.  It  is 
anticipated  that  over  50  million 
households  will  return  the  forms  by  mail 
within  a  three  day  period.  As  to  the 
remaining  30  million  households,  they 
must  be  contacted  by  census 
enumerators  for  a  direct  interview.  The 
Bureau  said  that  if  it  were  required  to 
use  official  business  reply  mail  for  this 
census,  vital  time  would  be  lost  while 
the  50  million  reply  questionnaires  were 
being  counted  in  destination  post 
offices.  This  would  delay  the  process  of 
hiring  and  training  enumerators  and 
determining  which  households  they 
must  visit.  Ultimately,  the  ability  of  the 
Bureau  to  meet  its  obligation  to  provide 
final  population  figures  to  the  President 
by  January  1, 1981  might  be  put  in 
jeopardy.  Although  the  effective  date  of 
this  rule  would  not  require  its 
application  to  the  1980  Census  of 
Population  and  Housing,  the  same 
argument  will  apply  to  the  next  such 
Census  in  1985. 

It  appears  to  the  Postal  Service  that  if 
the  business  reply  system  were  applied 
to  the  Census  Bureau,  delays  might  be 
incurred  in  the  process  of  counting 
immense  amounts  of  such  business  reply 
census  mail.  It  also  appears  that  the 
prime  mission  of  the  Census  Bureau,  to 
count  accurately  the  people  and 


households  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
systems  it  has  developed  to  carry  out 
that  mission,  practically  insure  an 
accurate  count  and  record  of  the 
Bureau’s  census  reply  mail.  For  these 
reasons,  and  in  reliance  upon  the 
Bureau’s  statements,  the  Postal  Service 
believes  it  would  be  in  the  public 
interest  to  grant  an  exemption  for 
official  mail  relating  to  a  collection  of 
statistics,  survey,  or  census  authorized 
by  title  13,  United  States  Code,  and 
addressed  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  or  a  bureau  or  agency 
thereof.  Accordingly,  mail  of  this  kind, 
which  is  specifically  authorized  by 
statute,  see  39  U.S.C.  3202(a)(3),  would 
continue  to  qualify  for  "Postage  and 
Fees  Paid’’  treatment  pursuant  to  137.31 
of  the  Domestic  Mail  Manual. 

As  to  137.32  of  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual,  we  have  revised  that  section  to 
make  clear  that  official  business  reply 
mail  may  be  used  by  clerks  of  court  to 
transmit  mail  relating  to  naturalization. 

Six  commenters  said  that  the  $75 
accounting  fee  in  proposed  137.273f(2)(b) 
for  each  post  office  where  mail  for  an 
agency  is  authorized  to  be  returned 
would  be  unjustified.  We  based  this  fee 
on  procedures  used  for  regular  business 
reply  mail  in  which  payment  and 
accounting  occur  at  each  post  office 
where  mail  is  returned.  For  official 
business  reply  mail,  however, 
commenters  stated  that  the  low  volume 
of  business  reply  at  numerous  small 
offices  would  make  the  acounting  fee 
alone  greatly  exceed  existing  postage, 
and  would  be  excessive.  We  agree  that 
the  accounting  fee  as  orginally  proposed 
would  not  be  appropriate  because  of  the 
unique  aspects  of  our  official  mail 
accounting  system.  That  system  is 
centralized  at  Postal  Service 
Headquarters  and  does  not  require  more 
than  one  annual  accounting  fee  for  each 
permit  issued. 

Four  agencies  said  that  the 
requirement  in  proposed  137.252c  for  a 
printed  address  on  official  business 
reply  mail  would  be  costly  and 
administratively  complex,  because  each 
of  the  large  number  of  locations  to 
which  reply  mail  would  be  returned 
would  need  a  separate  supply  of 
business  reply  envelopes,  cards  and 
labels.  The  commenters  pointed  out  that 
the  problem  would  be  further 
complicated  by  the  low  reply  mail  usage 
rate  at  many  of  these  locations.  We 
believe  these  to  be  valid  points  and 
have  consequently  modified  137.252c(2) 
to  permit  use  of  typewritten  or 
handstamped  addresses  or  printed, 
gummed  address  labels. 

One  commenter  objected  to  the 
requirement  in  proposed  137.252c(2)  that 
the  agency  return  address  appear  in  the 


upper  left  comer  of  the  mail  piece.  The 
purpose  of  this  requirement  was  to 
ensure  that  the  agency  be  clearly 
identified,  since  the  address  where  the 
mail  is  to  be  returned  may  not  always 
provide  the  agency  name.  We  note, 
however,  that  the  agency  name  will  be 
required  as  part  of  the  statement 
“Postage  Will  be  Paid  By  (Name  of 
Goverment  Agency)’’.  Accordingly,  we 
believe  this  will  be  sufficient 
identification  for  Postal  Service 
employees  to  determine  that  the  agency 
is  an  authorized  user  of  Official  Mail. 

The  regulation  has  consequently  been 
modified  to  eliminate  the  requirement 
for  a  return  address  in  the  upper  left 
corner.  The  statement  “Official 
Business,  Penalty  for  Private  Use,  $300’’ 
will  continue  to  be  required  in  that  area. 

Three  commenters  indicated  that  they 
presently  use  “Postage  and  Fees  Paid" 
covers  for  return  frf  fourth-class  matter, 
and  for  registered  return  of  official  mail 
matter.  Neither  of  these  uses  is  presently 
authorized  for  business  reply  mail. 
Regular  business  reply  mail  is  limited  to 
First-Class  Mail  and  cannot  be 
accompanied  by  special  services. 
However,  special  services  and  fourth 
class  reply  are  permitted  by  the  existing 
regulations  for  official  reply  mail.  The 
Postal  Service  does  not  wish  to 
eliminate  a  service  currently  provided 
and  needed  by  our  Federal  customers. 
Accordingly,  we  are  including  an 
exception  in  new  137.252f,  which 
permits,  after  written  approval  is 
granted,  distribution  of  “Postage  and 
Fees  Paid”  covers  for  return  of  official 
mail  at  fourth-class  rates  or  with  a 
special  service  provided.  There  must  be 
an  agreement  between  each  using 
agency  and  the  Manager,  Government 
Revenue  and  Examination  Branch, 
concerning  procedures  for  distribution 
and  accounting  for  return  volume. 
Although  this  exception  will  continue 
limited  use  of  current  reply  procedures, 
we  believe  the  relatively  low  volume, 
the  small  number  of  agencies  likely  to 
be  involved,  and  the  unique  nature  of 
the  requirement  will  permit  accurate 
accounting  based  upon  special 
agreements  with  each  agency. 

One  commenter  objected  to  the 
requirement  that  agencies  notify  the 
Postal  Service  of  all  post  offices  through 
which  official  business  reply  mail  will 
be  returned  under  a  single  permit 
number.  It  is  essential  that  the  Postal 
Service  have  this  information  in  order  to 
alert  each  post  office  where  mail  will  be 
returned  and  to  ensure  proper  reporting. 
This  information  should  also  be  used  by 
agency  mail  managers  to  evaluate  and 
control  the  use  of  official  business  reply 
mail.  We  would  not  expect  that 
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providing  this  information  would  be 
excessively  complex  or  would  add 
significant  additional  cost.  In  fact,  it 
seems  to  us  that  the  required 
information  would  already  be  available 
to  agency  mail  managers  if  they  were 
properly  monitoring  the  current  agency 
sampling  procedures  for  reply  mail.  For 
these  reasons,  this  requirement  must  be 
retained. 

Another  conunenter  suggested  that  the 
format  instructions  in  131.235  should  be 
made  applicable  to  official  business 
reply  mail.  This  has  already  been  done, 
both  in  the  proposal  and  the  final  rule. 
See  137.252c  of  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual,  as  revised.  The  samo 
commenter  said  that  the  illustration  of 
the  business  reply  format  should  also 
show  the  dimensions  relating  to  the 
exact  placement  of  the  bar  code  pattern. 
This  has  been  done  in  the  final  rule. 

Four  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposed  implementation  date  of  April 
1, 1979.  To  provide  time  to  use  existing 
stocks  of  "Postage  and  Fees  Paid"  reply 
envelopes  and  implement  the  new 
procedures,  the  efiective  date  of  the 
final  rule  has  been  extended  to 
September  1, 1980. 137.252g  has  been 
added  to  reflect  this  effective  date.  If 
there  should  be  additional  problems 
with  this  date  because  of  otherwise 
unusable  stocks  of  "Postage  and  Fees 
Paid”  envelopes,  agencies  should 
contact  the  Postal  Service. 

We  also  made  minor,  clarifying 
changes  to  137.273f(3)  of  the  Domestic 
Mail  Manual. 

For  the  above  reasons,  the  Postal 
Service  hereby  adopts,  as  amended,  the 
following  amendment  to  the  Domestic 
Mail  Manual,  eflective  September  1, 

1980: 

Part  137 — Official  Mail 

1.  In  137.2  of  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual,  revise  .25  and  .273f  to  read  as 
follows: 

137.25  Reply  and  Contractor  Use. 

.251  General.  Except  as  provided  in 
137.252.  .253,  and  137.31,  a  department  or 
agency  authorized  to  use  the  official 
mail  privilege  may  not  loan  or  furnish 
official  envelopes,  cards,  cartons,  or 
labels  to  any  private  person,  concern,  or 
organization  or  permit  the  use  of  such 
envelopes,  cards,  cartons,  or  labels  for 
private  benefit. 

.252  Business  Reply. 

a.  A  department  or  agency  authorized 
to  use  the  official  mail  privilege  that 
wishes  to  distribute  official  envelopes, 
cards,  cartons,  or  labels  to  any  person, 
concern,  or  organization  from  or  through 
whom  official  matter  is  desired,  must 
use  either  the  business  reply  format 


provided  by  137.252  c  and  d,  the  metered 
reply  format  provided  by  144.112,  the 
fourth  class  and  special  services  reply 
procedures  in  137.252f  or  affix  adhesive 
postage  stamps.  "Postage  and  Fees 
Paid"  envelopes,  cards,  cartons,  and 
labels  (described  in  137.242  and  .243) 
may  not  be  distributed  for  reply 
purposes  except  as  provided  in  137.252f 
and  137.31. 

b.  To  use  business  reply  mail,  a 
department  or  agency  must  apply  for  a 
business  reply  permit  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  137.273f.  A 
department  or  agency  which  holds  a 
postage  meter  license  may  distribute 
official  metered  reply  cards  and 
envelopes  for  return  to  the  meter  license 
holder  as  provided  in  144.112.  Fourth 
class  and  special  service  reply 
procedures  may  be  used  only  after 
application  and  approval  in  accordance 
with  137.252f.  Adhesive  postage  stamps 
may  be  pre-applied  to  cards  and 
envelopes  distributed  for  reply  purposes 
under  the  provisions  of  137.248. 


FOR  PERMIT 
^  HOLDER’S  USE 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 

PENALTY  FOR  PRIVATE 
USE  $300 


c.  Official  business  reply  envelopes 
must  bear  the  address  of  one  of  the 
authorized  departments  or  agencies 
listed  in  137.231  or  one  of  their 
component  units.  They  must  be  printed 
in  the  format  required  by  917.5  with  the 
following  exceptions: 

(1)  The  legend  required  by  917.52a(4) 
must  read  “POSTAGE  WILL  BE  PAID 
BY  (name  of  authorized  U.S. 

Government  Agency)”. 

(2)  The  address  may  be  printed, 
typewritten,  or  handstamped  directly  on 
the  mail  piece,  or  a  printed  gummed 
label  may  be  affixed  in  the  address  area. 
All  other  preparation  requirements  for 
the  address  side  in  917.51  must  be  met. 

(3)  The  space  for  permit  holders’  use 
described  in  917.52b(3)(e)  must  include 
the  statement.  "Official  Business. 
Penalty  for  Private  Use,  $300”.  Space 
above  this  statement  may  be  used  for 
return  address,  logos,  distribution  codes, 
etc. 

d.  The  following  is  an  illustration  of 
the  official  business  reply  mail  format: 


NO  POSTAGE  j 
NECESSARy  i 
IF  mailed 
IN  THE 

UNITED  STATES 


BUSINESS  REPLY  MAIL 


PERMIT  NO  00000 


ANYTOWN  USA 


AT  LEAST 


POSTAGE  WILL  BE  PAID  BY  U  S.  GOVERNMENT  AGENCY 

— U.S.  Government  Agency 
Attn:  Finance  Dept. 

Federal  Building 
Anytown,  USA  00000 


(not  actual  size) 


e.  Instructions  in  144.112  a,  b,  and  c 
governing  the  preparation  of  the  address 
side  of  metered  reply  cards  and 
envelopes  also  apply  to  official  metered 
reply  mail. 

f.  Departments  and  agencies  that  wish 
to  distribute  oflicial  envelopes,  cards, 
cartons  or  labels  for  return  at  fourth 
class  rates  or  which  require  a  special 
service  may  use  the  "Postage  and  Fees 
Paid”  format  in  137.242  and  .243  after 


written  approval  is  granted  by  the 
Manager,  Government  Revenue  and 
Examination  Branch.  Requests  to  use 
this  procedure  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Manager,  Government 
Revenue  and  Examination  Branch, 
Finance  Department,  U.S.  Postal  Service 
Headquarters,  Washington.  D.C.  20260.  ’ 
Such  request  must  include:  (1)  the 
service  desired,  (2)  the  post  offices  to 
which  the  mail  will  be  returned,  and  (3) 
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the  proposed  procedures  to  determine 
actual  volume  and  postage  due.  Return 
envelopes,  cards,  cartons,  or  labels  used 
under  this  provision  must  have  the 
appropriate  fourth-class  classification  or 
the  special  service  desired  preprinted  on 
them. 

g.  All  official  envelopes,  cards, 
cartons,  or  labels  distributed  for  reply 
purposes  after  August  31, 1980  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  137.251 
and  .252  a,  b,  c,  d,  e  and  f  as  appropriate. 

.253  Contractor 

a.  A  department  or  agency  authorized 
to  use  the  official  mail  privilege  may 
request  the  Manager,  Government 
Revenue  and  Examination  Branch, 
Finance  Department,  to  issue  a  permit 
for  that  department  or  agency  to 
authorize  printer-mailer  contractors  to 
use  official  envelopes  and  labels  to  mail, 
on  behalf  of  that  department  or  agency 
matter  printed  at  Government  expense. 
As  provided  in  137.254,  any  department 
or  agency  requesting  a  permit  must 
furnish  with  the  request  all  information 
the  Manager  considers  necessary  to 
insure  accurate  reimbursement  to  the 
Postal  Service  for  private  use  of  official 
envelopes  and  labels. 

b.  A  department  or  agency  authorized 
to  use  the  official  mail  privilege  may 
request  the  Manager,  Government 
Revenue  and  Examination  Branch, 
Finance  Department,  to  issue  a  permit 
for  that  department  or  agency  to 
authorize  non-printer-mailer  contractors 
to  use  official  envelopes  and  labels,  pre¬ 
addressed  to  a  Federal  Government 
office  or  officer,  for  the  transmission  of 
official  matter  for  a  specified  time,  or  in 
the  performance  of  specific  contracts 
with  the  office  or  officer.  As  provided  in 
137.254,  any  department  or  agency 
requesting  a  permit  must  furnish  with 
the  request  all  information  the  Manager 
considers  necessary  to  insure  accurate 
reimbursement  to  the  Postal  Service  for 
private  use  of  official  envelopes  and 
labels. 

c.  The  Manager,  Government  Revenue 
and  Examination  Branch,  Finance 
Department,  or  his  designee,  shall 
review  each  request  under  137.253  a  or  b 
and  permit  the  department  or  agency  to 
authorize  contractor  use  of  official 
envelopes  and  labels  for  a  period  of  one 
year  if  he  determines  that  the 
department  or  agency  has  established 
sufficient  accountability  procedures  to 
insure  reimbursement  to  the  Postal 
Service  for  mail  service  provided  to 
contractors.  In  making  this 
determination,  the  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  shall  consider  factors 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 
following: 


(1)  Any  relevant  misuse  of  the  official 
mail  privilege,  including  the  misuse  of 
official  envelopes  or  labels  for  the 
transmission  of  nonofficial  matter  by 
contractors  licensed  by  the  department 
or  agency  under  137.253  a  or  b. 

(2)  Any  relevant  failure  of  the 
department  or  agency  to  comply  with 
official  mail  reimbursement  instructions 
issued  by  the  Manager  under  137.21, 
including  failure  to  establish  accurate 
methods  for  estimating  or  measuring  the 
volume  of  official  mail; 

(3)  The  method,  such  as  use  of  a 
permit  imprint,  bulk  permit,  or  meter, 
proposed  by  the  department  or  agency 
for  obtaining  adequate  information  to 
insure  full  reimbursement  for  the 
proposed  contractor  use  of  official  mail. 

d.  Official  envelopes  and  labels  used 
by  any  contractor  (as  provided  in 
137.253  a  andt)  must  bear  the  printed 
return  address  of  one  of  the  authorized 
departments  or  agencies  listed  in  137.321 
and  must  be  printed  in  the  form  set  out 
in  137.242  and  .243.  No  return  name  and 
address  of  a  private  person,  concern, 
organization,  or  contractor  may  be 
shown.  When  a  special  service  is 
required  for  contractor  mailings,  the 
type  of  special  service  desired  must  be 
preprinted  on  the  envelope  or  label. 
Private  users  of  official  envelopes  and 
labels  may  not  add  their  own  marking 
for  these  services. 

.  254  Reimbursement 

Departments  and  agencies  authorized 
to  use  the  official  mail  privilege  must 
reimburse  the  Postal  Service  for  the 
private  use  of  official  envelopes  and 
labels  under  137.252  and  .253,  as 
provided  in  instructions  issued  and 
administered  by  the  Manager, 
Government  Revenue  and  Examination 
Branch,  Finance  Department. 
Departments  and  agencies,  and  any 
contractors  authorized  by  them  to  use 
official  envelopes  and  labels,  shall 
promptly  furnish,  in  the  manner  and 
form  requested,  all  information, 
including  but  not  limited  to  contractor 
name,  points  and  dates  of  mailing, 
classes,  quantities,  and  single-piece 
weights  of  mail  matter,  the  Manager 
considers  necessary  to  insure  accurate 
reimbursement  to  the  Postal  Service  for 
private  use  of  official  envelopes  and 
labels. 

«  *  *  •  * 

.273  Mailing  Permits 

tk  *  *  *  * 

f.  Business  Reply  Mail.  (1) 
.Application,  (a)  A  Federal  Government 
department  or  agency  that  wishes  to 
furnish  official  return  envelopes  to 
correspondents  may  apply  for  an  official 
business  reply  mail  permit  by  filing  an 


application  in  duplicate  on  Form  3614, 
Application  to  Distribute  Business 
Reply  Cards,  Envelopes,  Cartons  and 
Labels.  The  application  may  be  filed  at 
the  post  office  where  the  mail  will  be 
returned,  or  at  the  post  office  where  the 
agency  headquarters  is  located  if  mail 
bearing  a  single  business  reply  mail 
permit  number  will  be  returned  to 
offices  in  more  than  one  city. 

(b)  When  the  postmaster  receives  the 
application,  ne  will  annotate  both  copies 
“Federal  Government  Agency”  and 
complete  the  approval  and  permit 
portions  of  the  form.  The  orginal  permit 
portion  of  the  form  will  be  given  to  the 
applicant.  The  original  application 
portion  will  be  filed  at  the  post  office  by 
permit  number.  The  postmaster  will 
forward  the  duplicate  copy  of  the 
application  and  the  duplicate  permit 
portion  to  the  Manager,  Government 
Revenue  and  Examination  Branch, 
Finance  Department,  U.S.  Postal  Service 
Headquarters,  Washington,  D.C.  20260. 

(c)  Departments  and  agencies  must 
notify  the  Manager,  Government 
Revenue  and  Examination  Branch,  at  the 
above  address  if  business  reply  mail 
having  a  single  permit  number  will  be 
returned  through  post  offices  other  than 
the  permit  issuing  post  office.  This 
notification  must  include,  for  each 
permit  number,  the  addresses  and  cities 
where  mail  will  be  returned.  The 
Manager,  Government  Revenue  and 
Examination  Branch  will  forward  the 
required  information  to  each  affected 
post  office. 

(2)  Postage  and  Fees,  (a)  An  annual 
business  reply  permit  fee  of  $30  and  an 
annual  accounting  fee  of  $75  will  be 
charged  each.calendar  year  for  each 
permit  issued. 

(b)  The  amount  to  be  paid  for  official 
business  reply  mail  is  the  appropriate 
first-class  or  priority  postage  plus  a  fee 
of  3.5  cents  per  piece. 

(c)  Post  offices  will  not  collect  money 
from  Federal  Government  agencies  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  business 
reply  permits  or  for  postage  and  fees 
due  on  such  mail.  Annual  permit  fees, 
accounting  fees,  postage,  and  business 
reply  fees  will  be  paid  by  Federal 
Government  agencies  in  accordance 
with  the  reimbursement  procedures  of 
137.21. 

(3)  Mailings.  The  number  of  pieces  of 
business  reply  mail  returned  to  a 
Federal  Government  agency,  together 
with  the  amount  chargeable  for  postage 
fees,  will  be  recorded  daily  on  Form  25, 
Trust  Fund  Account,  by  each  unit  to 
which  mail  is  returned.  At  the  end  of 
each  postal  quarter,  these  Forms  25  will 
be  totaled  and  sent  by  the  imits  to  the 
postmaster  for  consolidation  and 
forwarding  to  the  Manager,  Government 
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Revenue  and  Examination  Branch, 
Finance  Department,  U.S.  Postal  Service 
Headquarters,  Washington,  D.C.  20260 
for  billing  purposes.  Negative  reports  on 
Form  25  are  required  for  each  permit  if 
no  business  reply  items  are  received 
during  a  quarter. 

«  *  *  «  * 

2.  In  137.3  of  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual,  revise  .32  to  read  as  follows: 

137.3  Census  and  Naturalization  Mail. 

***** 

.32  Naturalization  Mail.  Official 
envelopes  and  labels  prepared  in 
accordance  with  137.252  and  pre¬ 
addressed  to  the  Department  of  Justice, 
to  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  or  to  any  of  its  officials  may  be 
used  by  clerks  of  courts  to  transmit  mail 
relating  to  naturalization. 

A  transmittal  letter  making  these 
changes  in  the  pages  of  the  Domestic 
Mail  Manual  will  be  published  and  will 
be  transmitted  to  subscribers 
automatically.  These  changes  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
provided  in  39  CFR  111.3. 

(39  U.S.C.  401(2)) 

W.  Allen  Sanders, 

Acting  Deputy  General  Counsel. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28219  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7710-12-M 


39  CFR  Parts  310  and  320 

Enforcement  and  Suspension  of  the 
Private  Express  Statutes 

agency:  Postal  Service. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  final  rule  amends  the 
Private  Express  regulations  as  follows: 

(1)  The  definition  of  letter  is  amended  to 
exclude:  certain  tangible  objects  not 
normally  used  as  letters;  liens,  releases, 
and  orders  of  quasi-judicial  bodies; 
letters  sent  to  or  from  storage,  whether 
or  not  sent  in  bulk;  tags,  bumper  stickers 
and  other  items  intended  to  be  attached 
to  other  objects;  photographic  materials, 
such  as  microfilm,  sent  for  and  returned 
from  processing;  “copy”  sent  to,  and 
proofs  or  printed  matter  returned  from,  a 
printer;  sound  recordings,  films,  and 
packets  of  letters  which  are  to  be 
disseminated  to  the  public;  (2)  minor 
changes  are  made  in  the  definitions  of 
“packet"  and  “person";  (3)  the  phrase 
“identical  printed  letters"  is  defined;  (4) 
minor  changes  are  made  in  the 
exceptions  for  cargo,  letters  of  the 
carrier,  and  private  hands  without 
compensation,  and  the  suspension  for 
certain  data  processing  materials;  (5) 
new  suspensions  are  established  for 
letters  carried  by  colleges  or  universities 


for  their  student  and  faculty 
organizations,  and  certain  documents 
relating  to,  but  not  carried  with,  cargo 
shipped  by  ocean  carriers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  11. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  Hawley.  (202)  245-4584. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  28, 1978,  the  Postal  Service 
proposed  a  number  of  changes  in  its 
regulations  which  implement  the  Private 
Express  Statutes  (43  FR  60615).  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  6. 1979  (44  FR 
40899),  the  Postal  Service  announced, 
among  other  things,  that  it  expected 
shortly  to  publish  final  rules  on  certain 
proposals  in  the  December  28, 1978, 
rulemaking  that  had  drawn  little  public 
comment  because  they  were  perceived 
as  easing  the  restrictions  on  private 
carriage  or  as  making  minor  changes.  In 
this  document,  we  are  adopting  those 
rules.  A  listing  and  explanation  of  the 
adopted  rules  and  a  discussion  of  the 
comments  on  them,  if  any,  appears 
below: 

Certain  tangible  objects  not  normally 
used  as  letters,  §  310.1[a][l):  The  Postal 
Service  proposed  to  add  a  new  second 
sentence  to  this  section  to  make  clear 
that  not  all  tangible  objects  upon  which 
messages  appear,  such  as  T-shirts, 
coffee  mugs,  tombstones,  or  automobile 
tires,  constitute  letters. 

One  commenter  supported  and  none 
objected  to  this  proposal. 

Liens,  releases,  and  orders  of  quasi¬ 
judicial  bodies,  §  310.1[a)[7){iii]:  The 
Postal  Service  proposed  to  amend  this 
section  to  list  liens  in  general,  releases, 
and  orders  of  quasi-judicial  bodies 
among  the  legal  documents  excluded 
from  coverage  of  the  Private  Express 
Statutes.  No  comments  were  received  on 
this  proposal. 

Letters  sent  to  or  from  storage, 
whether  or  not  sent  in  bulk, 

§  310.1{a][7)[vii]:'V\ie  Postal  Service 
proposed  to  amend  this  section  to 
eliminate  the  requirement  that  packets 
of  letters  sent  to  or  from  storage  or  to 
destruction  or  as  part  of  a  business  or 
household  relocation  must  be  sent  in 
bulk  to  qualify  for  the  exclusion.  One 
commenter  supported  and  none  objected 
to  the  proposal. 

Tags,  bumper  stickers  and  other  items 
intended  to  be  attached  to  other  objects, 
§  310.1(a)(7)(viiiJ;The  Postal  Service 
proposed  to  amend  the  regulations  to 
provide  a  general  rule  for  dealing  with 
the  matter  of  messages  for  attachment  to 
or  posting  on  other  tangible  objects.  One 
commenter  supported  and  none  objected 
to  the  proposal. 

Photographic  materials,  such  as 
microfilm,  sent  for  and  returned  from 
processing,  §  310.1(o)(7)(ix):  One 


commenter  said  that  the  exclusion  for 
these  materials  should  apply  when  they 
are  sent  elsewhere  than  to  the  originator 
of  the  materials.  This  could  result  in 
applying  the  exclusion  to  processed 
materials  which  are  bring  sent  because 
of  their  informational  content,  i.e.,  as 
letters.  We  have,  therefore,  not  adopted 
this  suggestion. 

"Copy"  sent  from  a  publisher  to  a 
printer,  and  proofs  or  printed  matter 
returned  from  the  printer  to  the  office  of 
the  publisher,  §  310.1(a)(7)(x): 
Commenters  suggested  that  the 
exclusion  should  not  be  limited  to  those 
who  publish  books  or  magazines,  as 
implied  by  the  word  “publisher"  which 
we  used  in  the  proposal,  but  should 
include  those  who  “publish”  other 
things,  e.g.,  menus,  business  forms,  and 
advertising  circulars.  This  comment  has 
merit.  The  purpose  of  the  proposal  is  to 
create  an  exclusion  for  printing  “work- 
in-progress”.  The  transmittal  of  menus, 
business  forms  and  advertising  circulars 
for  publication  clearly  falls  within  such 
an  exclusion. 

One  commenter  suggested  that  the 
exclusion  should  cover  materials  sent  to 
compositors  as  well  as  to  printers.  This 
suggestion  also  appears  reasonable  and 
has  been  incorporated  into  the  final 
regulation. 

Despite  comments  to  the  contrary,  we 
believe  that  the  exclusion  should  not 
apply  when  proofs  or  printed  matter  are 
returned  from  the  printer  to  locations 
other  than  the  originating  office  of  the 
publisher.  The  purpose  of  this  restriction 
is  to  limit  the  exclusion  to  “work-in¬ 
progress”  between  the  originating 
person  or  his  office  and  the  printer.  In 
order  to  make  it  clear  that  the  exclusion 
applies  only  for  material  sent  between 
the  originating  person  or  his  office  and 
the  printer,  we  are  deleting  the  word 
“single”  used  in  the  proposal,  since  that 
word  might  be  interpreted  to  imply  that 
material  could  be  originated  in  an  office 
in  one  place  and  returned  by  the  printer 
to  an  office  in  another  place  so  long  as  it 
was  a  “single"  office.  That  is  not  our 
intention. 

Sound  recordings,  films,  and  packets 
of  letters,  when  all  or  the  overwhelming 
bulk  of  the  messages  are  to  be 
disseminated  to  the  public. 

§  310.1(a)(7)(xi):  This  exclusion  would 
cover  packets  of  circulars  sent  for 
subsequent  distribution,  as  well  as 
recordings  and  films  to  be  played  in 
public  areas,  e.g.,  in  stores,  as 
“commercials”.  The  exclusion  would  not 
apply  to  shipments  of  letters  which  are 
intended,  for  example,  for  employees  of 
the  place  to  which  they  are  sent  or  for 
persons  “reasonably  identifiable  to  the 
sender”.  The  quoted  phrase  was 
criticized  on  the  grounds  that  it  is  not 
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sufficiently  clear.  We  disagree. 
Moreover,  we  intend  to  interpret  the 
phrase  not  to  defeat  the  exclusion,  but 
rather  to  prevent  its  misapplication  to 
situations  not  covered  by  it. 

Definitions  of  “packet",  “person" and 
identical  printed  letters",  §§  310.1  (b), 

(c),  and  (g):  No  comments  were  received 
concerning  the  revised  definitions  of 
“packet”,  and  “person",  and  the  new 
definition  of  “identical  printed  letters". 
They  are  being  adopted  as  proposed. 

Modification  of  the  exception  for 
letters  which  accompany  cargo, 

§  310.3(a):  The  change  will  permit  the 
private  carriage  of  letters  which 
accompany  cargo  not  only  when,  as  is 
now  the  case,  they  relate  exclusively  to 
the  cargo,  but  also  when  they  relate  “in 
all  substantial  respects”  to  the  cargo  or 
its  ordering,  shipping,  or  delivering.  It 
was  suggested  that  there  should  be  an 
exception  for  “written  or  printed  matter 
enclosed  with  cargo  or  merchandise." 
The  proposed  exception  would  be  so 
broad  as  to  become  the  entire  rule.  It 
would  sweep  away  the  entire  rationale 
for  the  letters  accompanying  cargo 
exception.  We  cannot  adopt  it. 

“Letters  of  the  carrier”,  §  310.3(b),  and 
“private  hands  without  compensation", 

§  310.3(c):  No  comments  were  received 
on  the  proposed  revisions  of  these 
phrases.  They  are  being  adopted  as 
proposed. 

Modification  of  the  suspension  for 
certain  data  processing  materials, 

§  320.2:  This  modification  would:  (a) 
Treat  keypunching  as  the 
commencement  of  data  processing:  (b) 
require  that  the  materials  be  produced 
“recurringly”  rather  than  "on  a  regular 
periodic  basis”;  (c)  specify  that  when 
materials  are  sent  to  a  data  processing 
center,  they  be  sent  exclusively  for  that 
purpose:  (d)  make  the  suspension 
applicable  to  the  carriage  of  direct 
output  from  the  data  processing  center 
back  to  the  office  of  origination  if  data 
processing  was  commenced  within  36 
hours  of  receipt  at  the  center;  (e)  clarify 
that  the  suspension  does  not  apply,  even 
though  the  recipient  performs  data 
processing  functions,  when  such 
processing  is  not  done  for  or  specified 
by  the  sender.  In  response  to  comments, 
the  final  rule  utilizes  the  word 
“carriage”  instead  of  “transmission”  in 
order  to  avoid  the  implication  that  the 
regulation  relates  to  electronic 
transmission.  Also,  the  final  rule 
specifies  that  clerical  work  preparatory 
and  incidental  to  the  entry  of  data  will 
not  void  the  suspension.  Use  of  the  data, 
however,  for  purposes  which  are  not 
preparatory  and  incidental,  but,  for 
example,  are  for  substantive  decision 
making,  will  make  the  suspension 
inapplicable.  The  reason  for  this  is  that 


such  use  is  inconsistent  with  the 
purpose  of  the  suspension — facilitating 
the  rapid  commencement  of  data 
processing. 

Some  parties  commented  that  data 
processing  materials  should  not  be 
considered  to  be  letters  at  all.  This 
suggestion  ignores  the  fact  that 
materials  sent  to  data  processing 
centers  contain  information  recorded  in 
or  on  tangible  objects.  Accordingly, 
materials  sent  to  the  centers  are  letters 
as  defined  in  §  310.1(a)  of  the  Postal 
Service’s  regulations.  Similarly,  the 
direct  output  of  data  processing  consists 
of  information  recorded  in  or  on  tangible 
objects,  so  they  too  are  letters.  The 
suspension  for  data  processing  materials 
is  operative  when  specified  time  factors 
pertaining  to  the  carriage  and  to  the 
commencement  of  processing  of  such 
materials  are  present,  but  not  otherwise. 
The  suggestion  that  data  processing 
materials  are  not  letters  at  all  is 
inconsistent  with  the  definition  of  letter; 
the  public  interest  does  not  require  the 
exclusion  of  such  materials  from  the 
definition. 

Another  commenter  suggested  that 
“programs”,  the  instructions  which  are 
entered  into  computers  so  as  to  direct 
the  manner  in  which  they  process  data, 
should  not  be  treated  as  letters. 
Inasmuch  as  “programs”  are  separate 
from  the  information  which  is  entered 
into  computers  for  “processing”,  we 
believe  the  comment  has  merit  and  it 
has  been  incorporated  in  our  final 
regulation  in  §  310.1(a)(7)(xii).  This 
reverses  a  prior  advisory  opinion. 

Two  minor  clarifying  changes  were 
made  in  the  suspension.  One  change 
makes  it  clear  that  only  carriers — not 
shippers — are  required  to  notify  the 
Private  Express  Liaison  Officer  before 
operating  under  the  suspension.  This 
change  is  reflected  in  §  320.2(d).  In 
addition,  containers  of  materials  carried 
under  the  suspension  must  show  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  sender  and 
the  addressee,  as  an  aid  to  assuring  that 
the  opefations  under  the  suspension  are 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  suspension.  This  is 
reflected  in  §  §  320.2(e.) 

Suspension  of  the  statutes  for  letters 
carried  by  universities  and  colleges  for 
their  student  or  faculty  organizations. 
%320.4:  One  commenter  suggested  that 
the  new  suspension  should  apply  to  the 
use  of  internal  mail  systems  for  the 
delivery  of  letters  of  student  and  faculty 
organizations  between  campuses  of  a 
multi-campus  university.  We  concur 
with  this  suggestion  and  it  is  reflected  in 
the  text  of  the  regulation.  " 

We  note  also  that  a  university  or 
college’s  “internal  mail  system”,  for 
purposes  of  this  suspension,  is  one 


which  operates  under  the  Letters  of  the 
carrier  exception  in  §  310.3(b). 
Appropriate  clarifying  language  has 
been  added  to  the  regulation. 

Letters  related  to  cargo  shipped 
internationally  on  ocean  vessels.  %320.5: 
The  proposed  suspension  has  been 
made  applicable  to  shipments  not  only 
between  the  United  States  and  foreign 
locations,  but  also  to  shipments  between 
one  of  the  48  contiguous  states  and  other 
states  and  possessions.  We  did  not 
consider  that  the  public  interest  required 
adoption  of  the  suggestion  that  the 
suspension  be  made  applicable  to 
documents  when  they  are  shipped  in 
connection  with,  but  separate  from,  the 
cargo  from  the  port  into  which  the  cargo 
is  imported  or  to  the  port  from  which  it 
will  be  exported.  Also,  we  did  not 
accept  the  suggestion  that  the 
suspension  be  made  applicable  to 
documents  other  than  those  which  relate 
to  the  cargo.  We  believe  that  the 
suspension,  as  adopted,  is  responsive  to 
basic  problems  which  confront  ocean 
carriers  with  respect  to  documents 
which  would  fall  within  the  Cargo 
exception  if  they  were  shipped  with  the 
cargo.  Other  needs  of  this  industry  may 
be  satisfied  if  the  Postal  Service  adopts 
the  recently  published  proposal  for  a 
suspension  for  “extremely  urgent” 
letters.  44  FR  40076. 

Revocation  or  amendment  of 
suspensions,  §  320.6:  This  section  is 
taken  from  and  is  a  minor  revision  of 
existing  §  320.2(d).  No  comments  were 
received  concerning  it. 

In  view  of  the  considerations 
discussed  above,  39  CFR  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  310— ENFORCEMENT  OF  THE 
PRIVATE  EXPRESS  STATUTES 

1.  In  §  310.1,  revise  paragraphs  (a)(1), 
(a){7)(iii),  (a)(7)(vii),  and  paragraphs  (b) 
and  (c),  and  add  new  paragraphs  (a)(7)- 
(viii){xii)  and  paragraph  (g)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  310.1  Definitions. 

(a)  “  * 

(1)  Tangible  objects  used  for  letters 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  paper 
(including  paper  in  sheet  or  card  form), 
recording  disks,  and  magnetic  tapes. 
Tangible  objects  used  for  letters  do  not 
include  (i)  objects  the  material  or  shape 
and  design  of  which  make  them 
valuable  or  useful  for  purposes  other 
than  as  media  for  long-distance 
communications,  unless  they  are 
actually  used  as  media  for  personal  and 
business  correspondence,  and  (ii) 
outsized,  rigid  objects  not  capable  of 
enclosure  in  envelopes,  sacks,  boxes  or 
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other  containers  commonly  used  to 
transmit  letters  or  packets  of  letters. 

«  •  «  *  * 

(7)  *  *  * 

(iii)  Abstracts  of  title,  mortgages  and 
other  liens,  deeds,  leases,  releases, 
articles  of  incorporation,  papers  filed  in 
lawsuits  or  formal  quasi-judicial 
proceedings,  and  orders  of  courts  and  of 
quasi-judicial  bodies. 

(vii)  Letters  sent  to  a  records  storage 
center  exclusively  for  storage,  letters 
sent  exclusively  for  destruction,  letters 
retrieved  from  a  records  storage  center, 
and  letters  sent  as  part  of  a  household 
or  business  relocation. 

(viii)  Tags,  labels,  stickers,  signs  or 
posters  the  type-size,  layout  or  physical 
characteristics  of  which  indicate  they 
are  primarily  intended  to  be  attached  to 
other  objects  for  reading. 

(ix)  Photographic  material  being  sent 
by  a  person  to  a  processor  and 
processed  photographic  material  being 
returned  from  the  processor  to  the 
person  sending  the  material  for 
processing. 

(x)  Copy  sent  from  a  person  to  an 
independent  or  company-owned  printer 
or  compositor,  or  between  printers  and 
compositors,  and  proofs  or  printed 
matter  returned  from  the  printer  or 
compositor  to  the  office  of  the  person 
who  initially  sent  the  copy. 

(xi)  Sound  recordings,  films,  and 
packets  of  identical  printed  letters 
containing  messages  alt  or  the 
overwhelming  bulk  of  which  are  to  be 
disseminated  to  the  public.  The  “public” 
does  not  include  individuals  residing  at 
the  place  of  address;  individuals 
employed  by  the  organization  doing 
business  at  the  place  of  address 
(whether  or  not  the  actual  place  of 
employment  is  the  place  of  address); 
individuals  who  are  members  of  an 
organization,  if  an  organization  is 
located  at  the  place  of  address;  or  other 
individuals  who,  individually  or  as 
members  of  a  group,  are  reasonably 
identifiable  to  the  sender. 

(xii)  Computer  programs  recorded  on 
media  suitable  for  direct  input.  For  the 
conditions  under  which  the  Private 
Express  Statutes  are  suspended  for  data 
processing  materials,  see  §  320.2. 

(b)  “Packet"  means  two  or  more 
letters,  identical  or  different,  or  two  or 
more  packets  of  letters,  under  one  cover 
or  otherwise  bound  together.  As  used  in 
these  regulations,  unless  the  context 
otherwise  requires,  “letter"  or  “letters” 
includes  “packet”  or  “packets”. 

(c)  “Person”  means  an  individual, 
corporation,  association,  partnership, 


governmental  agency,  or  other 
organization  or  entity. 

*  *  *  «  * 

(g)  The  term  “identical  printed  letters” 
includes  letters  that  differ  only  in  name, 
address  or  serial  number. 

2.  In  §  310.3,  revise  paragraphs  (a), 
(b)(1)  and  (2),  and  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  310.3.  Exceptions. 

(a)  Cargo.  The  sending  or  carrying  of 
letters  is  permissible  if  they  accompany 
and  ’'elate  in  all  substantial  respects  to 
some  part  of  the  cargo  or  to  the  ordering, 
shipping  or  delivering  of  the  cargo. 

(b)  Letters  of  the  carrier.  (1)  The 
sending  or  carrying  of  letters  is 
permissible  if  they  are  sent  by  or 
addressed  to  the  person  carrying  them. 

If  the  individual  actually  carrying  the 
letters  is  not  the  person  sending  the 
letters  or  to  whom  the  letters  are 
addressed,  then  such  individual  must  be 
an  officer  or  employee  of  such  person 
(see  §  310.3(b)(2))  and  the  letters  must 
relate  to  the  current  business  of  such 
person. 

(2)  The  fact  that  the  individual 
actually  carrying  the  letters  may  be  an 
officer  or  employee  of  the  person 
sending  the  letters  or  to  whom  the 
letters  are  addressed  for  certain 
purposes  does  not  necessarily  mean  that 
he  is  an  officer  or  employee  for  purposes 
of  this  exception.  The  following  factors 
bear  on  qualifications  for  the  exception: 
the  carrying  employee  is  employed  for  a 
substantial  time,  if  not  fulltime  (letters 
must  not  be  privately  carried  by  casual 
employees);  the  carrying  employee 
carries  no  matter  for  other  senders:  the 
carrying  employee  is  a  regular  salaried 
employee  and  shares  in  all  privileges 
enjoyed  by  other  regular  employees 
(including  employees  not  engaged 
primarily  by  the  letter  carrying 
function),  including  but  not  limited  to 
salary,  annual  vacation  time,  absence 
allowed  for  illness,  health  benefits, 
workmen’s  compensation  insurance,  and 
retirement  benefits. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(c)  Private  hands  without 
compensation.  The  sending  or  carrying 
of  letters  without  compensation  is 
permitted.  Compensation  generally 
consists  of  a  monetary  payment  for 
services  rendered.  Compensation  may 
also  consist,  however,  of  non-monetary 
valuable  consideration  and  of  good  will 
Thus,  for  example,  when  a  business 
relationship  exists  or  is  sought  between 
the  carrier  and  its  user,  carriage  by  the 
farrier  of  the  user’s  letter  will  ordinarily 
not  fall  under  this  exception;  or,  when  a 
person  is  engaged  in  the  transportation 
of  goods  or  persons  for  hire,  his  carrying 
of  letters  “free  of  charge”  for  customers 


whom  he  does  charge  for  the  carriage  of 
goods  or  persons  does  not  fall  under  this 
exception. 

3.  Revise  §  320.2  to  read  as  follows: 

§  320.2.  Suspension  for  certain  data 
processing  materiais. 

(a)  The  operation  of  39  U.S.C.  601(a)(1) 
through  (6)  and  §  310.2(b)(1)  thrbugh  (6) 
of  this  chapter  is  suspended  on  all  post 
routes  for  data  processing  materials 
defined  in  paragraph  (c)  on  the  terms 
detailed  in  paragraph  (b),  subject  to  the 
operating  requirements  in  §  320.3. 

(b)  The  suspension  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  is  for  data 
processing  materials  conveyed  (1)  to  a 
data  processing  center,  if  carriage  is 
completed  within  12  hours  or  by  noon  of 
the  addressee’s  next  business  day  and  if 
data  processing  work  is  commenced  on 
such  materials  within  36  hours  of  their 
receipt  at  the  center,  or  (2)  back  from  the 
data  processing  center  to  the  address  of 
the  office  originating  the  incoming 
materials,  if  carriage  is  completed 
within  12  hours  or  by  noon  of  the 
addressee’s  next  business  day,  and  if 
data  processing  work  was  commenced 
on  the  incoming  materials  within  36 
hours  of  their  receipt  at  the  center. 

For  purposes  of  the  time  limitations 
for  completion  of  delivery  referred  to  in 
the  preceding  sentence,  delivery  of 
shipments  between  a  domestic  point 
and  a  foreign  point  shall  be  deemed  to 
begin  at  the  time  materials  of  foreign 
origin  are  received  at  the  international 
gateway  city  or  end  at  the  time 
materials  of  domestic  origin  leave  the 
international  gateway  city.  This 
suspension  does  not  apply  to  carriages 
from  or  to  originating  offices  that  are 
neither  part  of  the  Firm  owning  the  data 
processing  center  nor  data  processing 
customers  of  the  firm  owning  the  data 
processing  center. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  suspension.  (1) 
“addressee’s  next  business  day”  means 
the  first  calendar  day,  stated  in  his  local 
time,  on  which  he  conducts  business, 
following  the  calendar  day  of  dispatch, 
stated  in  the  sender’s  local  time;  (2) 
“data  processing”  means  electro¬ 
mechanical  or  electronic  processing  and 
includes  the  recording  of  data  by 
electro-mechanical  or  electronic  means 
for  further  processing;  and  (3)  “data 
processing  materials”  means  materials 
of  all  types  that  are  sent  exclusively  for 
data  processing  and  are  ready  for 
immediate  data  processing,  but  only  if 
they  are  produced  recurringly  in  the 
course  pf  the  normal  business 
operations  of  the  office  originating  them 
or  receiving  them  back  from  the 
processing  center.  The  performance  of 
clerical  work  which  is  merely 
preparatory  and  incidental  to  the 
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commencement  of  data  processing  is 
not,  for  purposes  of  this  suspension, 
inconsistent  with  the  requirement  that 
the  materials  be  sent  exclusively  for 
data  processing  and  be  ready  for 
immediate  data  processing. 

§320.3  (Amended! 

4.  In  §  320.3,  strike  out  the  first  word 
of  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  and  insert 
‘‘Carriers’’  in  lieu  thereof:  and  revise  the 
heading  to  read  as  follows: 

§  320.3  Operations  under  suspension  for 
certain  data  processing  materials. 

5.  Add  new  §§  320.4,  320.5,  and  320.6 
reading  as  follows: 

§  320.4  Suspension  for  certain  letters  of 
college  and  university  organizations. 

The  operation  of  39  U.S.C.  601(a)  (1) 
through  (6)  and  §  310.2(b)  (1)  through  (6) 
of  this  chapter  is  suspended  on  all  post 
routes  to  permit  colleges  and 
universities  to  carry  in  their  internal 
mail  systems  the  letters  of  their  bona 
fide  student  or  faculty  organizations  to 
campus  destinations.  This  suspension 
does  not  cover  the  letters  of  faculty 
members,  students,  or  organizations 
other  than  bona  fide  student  or  faculty 
organizations  of  the  carrying  college  or 
university.  Colleges  and  universities 
choosing  to  provide  their  student  or 
faculty  organizations  access  to  their 
internal  mail  systems  are  responsible  for 
assuring  that  only  letters  of  bona  fide 
student  or  faculty  organizations 
addressed  to  campus  destinations  are 
carried.  (See  §  310.4.) 

For  purposes  of  this  suspension, 
"internal  mail  systems”  are  those  which 
carry  letters  on,  between,  and  among 
the  various  campuses  of  a  single  college 
or  university  and  which  operate  in 
accordance  with  the  Letters  of  the 
carrier  exception  in  39  CFR  310.3(b). 

§  320.5  Suspension  for  certain 
international-ocean  carrier-related 
documents. 

The  operation  of  39  U.S.C.  601(a)  (1) 
through  (6)  and  §  310.2(b)  (1)  through  (6) 
of  this  chapter  is  suspended  on  all  post 
routes  for  documents,  sent  by  a  shipper 
or  an  ocean  carrier  from  a  foreign  origin 
to  a  United  States  ocean-carrier  port 
city  destination  or  from  a  United  States 
ocean-carrier  port  city  origin  to  a  foreign 
destination,  that  would  be  excepted 
under  §  310.3(a)  if  the  documents 
accompanied  the  cargo.  This  suspension 
covers  only  shipments  to  or  from  ports 
where  the  cargo  to  which  the  documents 
relate  is  actually  loaded  on,  or  unloaded 
from,  an  ocean  vessel.  For  purposes  of 
this  suspension  ‘‘foreign  origins”  or 
"foreign  destinations”  means  origins  or 
destinations  outside  the  contiguous  48 
states. 


§  320.6  Revocation  or  amendment  of 
suspensions. 

These  suspensions  may  be  revoked  or 
amended  in  accordance  with  §  310.7.  No 
revocation  of  the  suspension  provided  in 
§  320.2  will  curtail  operations  of 
particular  carriers  existing  at  the  time  of 
the  revocation  to  a  level  of  operations 
(in  dollar  or  volume  terms,  whichever  is 
larger)  lower  than  that  antedating  the 
revocation  in  a  particular  market  served 
prior  to  the  revocation.  Should  the 
suspension  referred  to  in  §  320.2  be 
revoked,  carriers,  as  a  condition  to 
continuing  operations  under  this  section, 
will  be  required  to  provide  reasonably 
complete  and  accurate  data  to  support 
estimates  of  past  operating  levels  in 
particular  markets. 

(39  U.S.C.  401.  404.  601-606: 18  U.S.C.  1693- 
1699.  1724) 

W.  Allen  Sanders. 

Acting  Deputy  General  Counsel. 

|KR  Ooc.  79-2813.5  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  uin| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5681 
[C- 18304] 

Colorado;  Partial  Revocation  of 
Reclamation  Project  Withdrawal 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  order  will  restore 
approximately  2,118  acres  to  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws  generally, 
including  the  mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  5, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Evelyn  Tauber.  202-343-6486. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751,  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Secretarial  Order  of  June  3, 
1946,  which  withdrew  lands  for  the 
Gunnison-Arkansas  Project,  is  hereby 
revoked  so  far  as  it  affects  the  following 
described  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 
T.  24  S.,  R.  66  W. 

Sec.  22.  SWy4NWV4  and  EVbNW'A. 

T.  25  S..  R.  65  W. 

Sec.  10.  E'/aNEVi  and  S\V*/4NEV4: 

Sec.  11.  NWANW'A: 

Sec.  19,  Lot  1: 

Sec.  28.  S‘/2SE'/4: 

Sec.  29,  WVaNWVi.  SEV4NWV4,  NVaSW'A. 
SW-ASWA  and  NWViSE'A: 


Sec.  30,  SE'A: 

Sec.  31,  NEV4. 

T.  27  S.,  R,  65  W. 

Sec.  1,  Lot  1.  SEV4\E‘/4  and  N'VaSE'A: 

Sec.  2.  SVaSW'A. 

T.  25  S..  R.  64  W. 

Sec.  21.  NMiNE'A,  SW‘/4NE'A.  SE‘/4NW*/4 
andE'/aSWA: 

Sec.  28,  W'/aNE'A.  EVaU  Va.  VWaSE'A. 
SE'ASE'A: 

Sec.  32,  S'/aSE'A: 

Sec.  33.  EVaNW'A,  SVV‘ASU'V4  and 
EVaSW'A. 

The  area  described  aggregates  2.118 
acres  in  Huerfano  County  and  Pueblo 
County.  The  lands  are  located  primarily 
along  the  slopes  of  river  drainages  in  the 
plains  country  of  eastern  Colorado. 
Vegetative  cover  is  native  grasses, 
weeds,  and  some  pinyon  pine  and 
juniper  trees. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  October  5.  1979  the 
public  lands  shall  be  open  to  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws  generally, 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  October  5.  1979,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10  a.m.  on  October  5. 1979.  They  have 
been  open  to  applications  and  offers 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Colorado  State  Office. 
Colorado  State  Bank  Building,  1600 
Broadway,  Denver.  Colorado  80202. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  tke  Interior. 

August  30,  1979. 

|FK  Doi;.  79-28i:i8  Filed  9-l(>-'9:  8.45  .m:! 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  65 
[Docket  No.  FEMA  5693) 

List  of  Withdrawal  of  Flood  Insurance 
Maps  Under  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  lists  communities 
where  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  or 
Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Maps  published 
by  the  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation  have  been 
temporarily  withdrawn  for 
administrative  or  technical  reason. 
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During  that  period  that  the  map  is 
withdrawn,  the  insurance  purchase 
requirement  of  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  is  suspended. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  Office  of  Flood 
Insurance,  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll  Free 
Line  800-424-0872,  Room  5270, 451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  list 
includes  the  date  that  each  map  was 
withdrawn,  and  the  effective  date  of  its 
republication,  if  it  has  been  republished. 
If  a  flood  prone  location  is  now  being 
identified  on  another  map,  the 
community  name  for  the  effective  map  is 
shown. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  as  amended, 
requires,  at  Section  102,  the  purchase  of 
flood  insurance  as  a  condition  of 
Federal  financial  assistance  if  such 
assistance  is: 

(1)  for  acquisition  and  construction  of 
buildings,  and 

(2)  for  buildings  located  in  a  special 
flood  hazard  area  identified  by  the 
Director  of  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

One  year  after  the  identification  of  the 
community  as  flood  prone,  the 
requirement  applies  to  ail  identified 
special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  so  that,  after  that  date,  no 
such  financial  assistance  can  legally  be 
provided  for  acquisition  and 
construction  of  buildings  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  The  denial  of  such  financial 
assistance  has  no  application  outside  of 
the  identified  special  flood  hazard  areas 
of  such  flood-prone  communities. 

Prior  to  July  1, 1975,  the  statutory 
requirement  for  the  purchase  of  flood 
insurance  did  not  apply  until  and  unless 
the  community  entered  the  program  and 
the  special  flood  hazard  areas  were 
identified  by  the  issuance  of  a  flood 
insurance  map.  However,  after  July  1, 
1975,  or  one  year  after  identification, 
whichever  is  later,  the  requirement 
applies  to  all  communities  in  the  United 
States  that  are  identified  as  having 
special  flood  hazard  areas  within  their 
community  boundaries,  so  that,  no  such 
financial  assistance  can  legally  be 
provided  for  buildings  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program. 

The  insurance  purchase  requirement 
with  respect  to  a  particular  community 
may  be  altered  by  the  issuance  or 
withdrawal  of  the  Office  of  Federal 
Insurance  and  Hazard  Mitigation’s 
(FEMA)  official  Flood  Insurance  Rate 


Map  (FIRM)  or  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map  (FHBM).  A  FHBM  is 
usually  designated  by  the  letter  “E” 
following  the  community  number  and  a 
FIRM  by  the  letter  "R”  following  the 
community  number.  If  the  FIA 
withdraws  a  FHBM  for  any  reason  the 
insurance  purchase  requirement  is 
suspended  during  the  period  of 
withdrawal.  However,  if  the  community 
is  in  the  Regular  Program  and  only  the 
FIRM  is  withdrawn  but  a  FHBM  remains 
in  effect,  then  flood  insurance  is  still 
required  for  properties  located  in  the 
identified  special  flood  hazard  areas 
shown  on  the  FHBM,  but  the  maximum 
amount  of  insurance  available  for  new 
applications  or  renewal  is  first  layer 
coverage  under  the  Emergency  Program, 
since  the  community's  Regular  Program 
status  is  suspended  while  the  map  is 
withdrawn.  (For  definitions  see  44  CFR 
Part  59  et  seq.). 

As  the  purpose  of  this  revision  is  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  unnecessary,  and 
cause  exists  to  make  this  amendment 
effective  upon  publication.  Accordingly, 
Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Present  §  65.6  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  65.6  Administrative  withdrawal  of  maps. 

(a)  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Maps 
(FHBM’s). 


state,  community  name,  and  number  County  Hazard  ID  Rescission  Reason 

date  date 

McDuffie .  4-4-75  8-8-79  1 

Meriweather...  6-27-75  8-8-79  1 

Woodbury .  3-19-76  8-8-79  1 

Daviess .  3-19-76  8-8-79  1A 

Stafford .  8-6-76  8-8-79  1 

Trumbull .  4-9-76  8-8-79  1A 

San  Mateo—  10-22-76  8-8-79  1A 

Delta .  11-19-76  8-25-79  1 

Delta .  3-25-77  8-25-79  1 

Menominee...,  10-8-76  8-25-79  1 

Menominee....  2-24-78  8-25-79  1 

Schoolcraft....  2-24-78  8-25-79  1 

Alger . .  11-26-76  8-25-79  1 

Marquette .  4-28-78  8-25-79  1 

Menominee....  6-24-77  8-25-79  1 

Menominee....  4-28-78  6-25-79  1 

Menominee....  3-25-77  8-25-79  1 

Alger .  1-14-77  8-25-79  1 

Marquette _  2-24-78  8-25-79  1 

Alger .  10-22-76  8-25-79  1 

Menominee....  3-11-77  8-25-79  1 

Schoolcraft.™  12-3-76  6-25-79  1 


Key  to  Symbols 

E— The  community  is  participating  in  the  Emergency  Program  It  will  remain  in  the  Emergency  Program  without  a  FHBM. 

C — The  community  is  participating  in  the  Emergency  Program  It  will  be  converted  to  the  Regular  Program  without  an  FIA 
map. 

R— The  community  is  participating  in  the  Regular  Program. 

1.  The  Community  appealed  its  flood-prone  designation  and  FIA  determined  the  Community  would  rrot  be  inundated  by  a 
flood  having  a  one-percent  chance  of  occurrence  in  any  given  year. 

1A.  FIA  determined  the  Community  would  iK>t  be  inundated  by  a  flood  having  a  one-percent  chance  of  occurrence  in  any 
given  year. 

2.  The  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map  (FHBM)  contained  printing  errors  or  was  improperly  distributed.  A  new  FHBM  will  be 
prepared  and  distributed. 

3.  The  Community  lacked  land-use  authority  over  the  special  flood  hazard  area. 

4.  A  more  accurate  FIA  frwp  is  the  effective  map  for  this  community. 

5.  The  FHBM  does  not  accurately  reflect  the  Community’s  special  flood  hazard  areas  fi.e.,  sheet  flow  flooding,  extremely 
inaccurate  map,  etc.).  A  new  FHBM  will  be  prepared  and  distributed. 

6.  The  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  was  rescinded  because  of  inaccurate  flood  elevations  contained  on  the  map. 


Georgia,  Dearing,  TN,  130356 . . . 

Georgia,  Woodbury,  TN,  130436 . 

Iowa,  Salix,  city,  190296 . . . 

Indiana  Washington,  city,  160037C . . . 

Kansas,  Macksville,  city,  200435 . 

Ohio,  McDonald,  village,  390538 A,  C . 

Califomia  Half  Moon  Bay,  city,  06031 9C . 

Michigan,  Bark  River,  township,  260385 . 

Michigan,  Escanaba  township,  260387 _ 

Michigan,  Gourtey,  township,  260455 . . 

Michigan,  Harris,  township,  260456 . . 

Michigan,  Inwood,  township,  260518 . . 

Michigan,  Limestone,  township,  260344 . 

Michigan,  Michigamme,  township,  260451 . 

Michigaa  Meyer,  township,  260458...^ _ 

Michigan,  Mellen,  township,  260692 . 

Michigan,  Nadeau,  township,  260459 . 

Michigan,  Onota,  township,  260345A . 

Michigan,  Powell,  township,  260452 . 

Michigan,  Rock  River,  towrnship,  260346 . 

Michigan,  Spaulding,  township,  260461 . . 

Michigan,  Thompson,  township,  260519 . 


The  following  is  a  cumulative  list  of 
withdrawals  pursuant  to  this  Part: 

40  FR  5149 
40  FR  17015 
40  FR  20798 
40  FR  46102 
40  FR  53579 

40  FR  56672 

41  FR  1478 
41  FR  50990 
41  FR  13352 

41  FR  17726 

42  FR  8895 
42  FR  29433 
42  FR  48226 

42  FR  64076 

43  FR  24019 

44  FR  815 
44  FR  6383 
44  FR  18485 
44  FR  25636 
44  FR  34120 
44  FR  52835 

(b)  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps 
(FIRM’S) 

The  following  is  a  cumulative  list  of 
withdrawals  pursuant  to  this  Part: 

40  FR  17015 

41  FR  1478 

42  FR  49811 

42  FR  64076 

43  FR  24019 

44  FR  25636 
44  FR  52835 

2.  The  following  additional  entries 
(which  will  not  appear  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations)  are  made  Pursuant 
to  §  65.6: 
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7  The  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  was  rescinded  in  order  to  re-evaluate  the  mudslide  hazard  in  this  Community. 

8.  The  T&E  or  H&E  Map  was  rescinded. 

9.  A  revision  of  the  FHBM  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time  was  not  posssible.  A  new  FHBM  will  be  prepared  and  distribut¬ 
ed. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968):  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128: 
Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrator,  44  FR  20963.) 

Issued:  August  28, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


|FR  Dric.  79-28043  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-23-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Administration 
46  CFR  Part  293 

Inventories  of  Vessels  Covered  by 
Operating-Differential  Subsidy 
Agreements;  Revocation 

agency:  Maritime  Administration. 
ACTION:  Revocation  of  Part  (Final  Rule). 

SUMMARY:  The  Maritime  Administration 
has  determined  that  the  regulation  in 
this  part  no  longer  serves  a  useful 
purpose  and  is  hereby  revoking  this 
part.  Revocation  of  this  part  will  remove 
an  economic  burden  now  being  imposed 
on  U.S.  operators  of  vessels  under 
ODSA  by  eliminating  accounting  and 
reporting  requirements  which  are  not 
necessary  to  administer  a  major  Agency 
program.  It  will  also  reduce  the 
Agency’s  administrative  burden. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ernest  J.  Bruemmer,  (202)  377-2562. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By 
provision  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of 
1970  (Pub.  L.  91-469),  reserve  fund  and 
recapture  provisions  have  been  deleted 
from  operating-differential  subsidy 
agreements  (ODSA).  Consequently, 
inventories  of  vessels  under  ODSA  are 
no  longer  required  for  reserve  fund  or 
recapture  determination  reasons, 
effectively  nullifying  part  of  the 
justification  for  46  CFR  Part  293.  Also, 
the  regulation  defines  several  expense 
categories  of  vessel  stores,  supplies,  and 
equipment  which  no  longer  qualify  for 
subsidy  under  all  ODSA.  In  addition,  the 
initial  on-suboidy  inventory  requirement 
is  being  waived  (pursuant  to  §  293.8)  as 
a  matter  of  Agency  practice,  and  the 
value  of  the  ending  inventory  is  included 
in  the  vessel  sale  or  trade-in  price 
through  negotiation.  Furthermore,  the 
recording  and  reporting  by  operators  of 
subsidizable  spare  parts  expenses  (the 
only  category  still  receiving  subsidy 


under  some  ODSA),  required  by  46  CFR 
Part  272,  provide  the  Maritime 
Administration  with  adequate 
opportunity  to  monitor  and  audit  these 
expenses  throughout  the  life  of  an 
ODSA.  For  these  reasons,  46  CFR  Part 
293  is  revoked. 

The  Maritime  Administration  has 
determined  that  this  is  not  a  significant 
action  that  requires  publication  in 
proposed  form  with  an  opportunity  for 
public  comment,  pursuant  to  criteria  in 
Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR  12661), 
Department  of  Commerce 
Administrative  Order  218-7  and 
Maritime  Administration  procedures  (44 
FR  2082). 

Dated;  September  4, 1979. 

Robert ).  Patton,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary,  Maritime  Administration. 

IFR  One.  79-28272  Filed  9-10-79;  8:4.5  ,inil 
BILLING  CODE  3510-15-M 


MARINE  MAMMAL  COMMISSION 

50  CFR  Part  530 

Procedures  Supplementing  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
Regulations 

agency:  Marine  Mammal  Commission. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  On  July  31, 1979,  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  published,  at  44 
FR  44916-44917,  proposed  procedures  to 
supplement  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  (NEPA)  regulations 
promulgated  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  and  thereby 
implement  the  provisions  of  the  NEPA 
as  they  apply  to  the  functions  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Commission.  An 
error  in  the  text  of  that  notice  indicating 
that  written  comments  may  be 
submitted  on  or  before  July  31. 1979  was 
corrected  by  notice  published  on  August 
3.  1979  at  44  FR  45654  indicating  that 
comments  may  be  submitted  on  or 
before  August  30, 1979.  No  comments 
were  received  and  the  procedures  have 
therefore  been  adopted  without  change. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11. 1979. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Eisenbud.  General  Counsel, 
Marine  Mammal  Commission.  Room 
307, 1625  I  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20006,  telephone  (202)  653-6237. 

Accordingly.  Chapter  V,  Marine 
Mammal  Commission,  of  50  CFR  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  Part  530  as 
follows: 

PART  530--COMPLIANCE  WITH  THE 
NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY 
ACT 

530.1  Purpose. 

530.2  Ensuring  that  environmental 
documents  are  actually  considered  in 
agency  decision-making. 

530.3  Typical  classes  of  action. 

530.4  Environmental  information. 

Authority:  National  Environmental  Policy 

Act.  P.L  91-190;  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq. 

§  530.1  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  Part  is  to  establish 
procedures  which  supplement  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  regulations  and  provide  for  the 
implementation  of  those  provisions 
identified  in  §  1507.3(b)  of  the 
regulations  which  are  applicable  to  the 
activities  of  the  Commission  in  light  of 
its  statutory  functions  and 
responsibilities. 

§  530.2  Ensuring  that  environmental 
documents  are  actually  considered  in 
agency  decision-making. 

Section  1505.1  of  the  NEPA 
regulations  contains  requirements  to 
ensure  adequate  consideration  of 
environmental  documents  in  agency 
decision-making.  To  implement  these 
requirements.  Commission  officials 
shall:  (a)  consider  all  relevant 
environmental  documents  in  evaluating 
proposals  for  agency  actions:  (b)  ensure 
that  all  relevant  environmental 
documents,  comments,  and  responses 
accompany  the  proposal  through 
existing  agency  review  processes;  (c) 
consider  only  those  alternatives 
encompassed  by  the  range  of 
alternatives  discussed  in  the  relevant 
environmental  documents  when 
evaluating  any  proposal  for  action  by 
the  Commission  which  is  likely  to 
significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment:  and  (d)  where  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
has  been  prepared,  consider  the  specific 
alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS  when 
evaluating  the  proposal  which  is  the 
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subject  of  the  EIS.  All  Commission 
officials  directly  involved  in  developing, 
evaluating,  and/or  reaching  decisions  on 
proposed  actions  shall  consider  relevant 
environmental  documents  and  comply 
with  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
NEPA  process. 

§  530.3  Typical  classes  of  action. 

Section  1507.3(b)(2),  in  conjunction 
with  Sec.  1508.4,  requires  agencies  to 
identify  typical  classes  of  action  that 
warrant  similar  treatment  under  NEPA 
with  respect  to  the  preparation  of  EIS’s 
or  environmental  assessments.  As  a 
general  matter,  the  Commission’s 
activities  do  not  include  actions  for 
which  EIS’s  or  environmental 
assessments  are  required.  Its  activities 
involve:  (a)  consultation  with  and 
recommendations  to  other  Federal 
agencies  for  actions  relating  to  marine 
mammal  protection  and  conservation  for 
which  an  EIS  or  environmental 
assessment  is  either  not  required  by  the 
NEPA  regulations  or  for  which  an  EIS  or 
environmental  assessment  is  prepared 
by  another  Federal  agency;  and  (b) 
research  contracts  relating  to  policy 
issues,  biological-ecological  data  needed 
to  make  sound  management  decisions, 
and  better  methods  for  collecting  and 
analyzing  data.  These  activities  are  not, 
by  themselves,  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  and  the 
Commission’s  activities  are  therefore 
categorically  excluded  from  the 
requirement  to  prepare  an  EIS  or 
environmental  assessment  except  for 
proposals  for  legislation  which  are 
initiated  by  the  Commission,  for  which 
the  Commission  shall  develop 
environmental  assessments  or  EIS’s,  as 
appropriate,  in  accordance  with  the 
N^A  regulations.  The  Commission 
shall  independently  determine  whether 
an  EIS  or  an  environmental  assessment 
is  required  where:  (1)  a  proposal  for 
agency  action  is  not  covered  by  one  of 
the  typical  classes  of  action  above;  or 
(2)  for  actions  which  are  covered,  the 
presence  of  extraordinary  circumstances 
indicates  that  some  other  level  of 
environmental  review  may  be 
appropriate. 

§  530.4  Environmental  information. 

Interested  persons  may  contact  the 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel  for 
information  regarding  the  Commission’s 
compliance  with  NEPA. 

Dated:  September  4, 1979. 

)ohn  R.  Twiss,  )r.. 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28273  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6820-31-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
7  CFR  Part  26 

Fees  for  Original  Online  Grain 
Inspection  Services  and  Mileage  Costs 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service  (FGIS),  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  establishes  an 
hourly  method  and  rescinds  the  unit-of- 
grain  method  for  the  assessment  of  fees 
for  original  online  grain  inspection 
services  provided  by  FGIS  in  the  United 
States.  The  rule  expands  the  definition 
for  online  inspection  services  to  include 
all  services  which  are  based  on  official 
samples  obtained  during  the  loading  or 
unloading  of  grain.  The  rule  establishes 
fees  for  online  services  performed  under 
contract  and  rescinds  the  2-consecutive- 
hour  grace  period  for  the  assessment  of 
fees  for  standby  services.  The  rule  will 
reduce  the  fees  for  certain  original  non¬ 
online  inspection  services  and  help 
standardize  the  fee  schedules  for 
inspection  and  weighing  services 
provided  by  FGIS.  Mileage  costs  will 
continue  to  be  included  as  part  of  the 
FGIS  inspection  fee  on  a  nationwide 
apportionment  basis. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  2. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  W.  Marshall,  Director,  Inspection 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Sendee,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
1400  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Room 
0624-S,  Washington.  D.C  20250,  (202) 
447-8497. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
7(j)  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  79(j)), 
hereinafter  cited  as  the  Act,  authorizes 
the  Administrator  of  the  FGIS  to 
prescribe,  charge,  and  collect 
reasonable  fees  to  cover  the  estimated 
costs  of  inspection  services  provided  by 
the  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS).  The  Act  provides  that  the  fees 
shall,  as  nearly  as  practicable,  cover  the 
costs  incident  to  the  performance  of  the 
services,  excluding  administrative  and 
supervisory  costs. 

On  January  9, 1978,  pursuant  to 
section  7(j)  of  the  Act,  FGIS  prescribed  a 
unit-of-grain  method  (per  1,000  bushels) 
for  the  assessment  of  fees  for  original 
online  grain  inspection  services. 
Comments  received  later  from  users  of 
the  online  inspection  services  suggested 
that  an  hourly  method  would  be  a  more 
equitable  way  of  assessing  fees  for  the 
services.  In  response  to  the  comments, 
FGIS  published  on  May  31, 1979,  a 


Notice  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
31243)  requesting  comments  on  two 
alternate  methods  of  assessing  fees  for 
original  online  inspection  services — the 
hourly  method  and  the  unit-of-grain 
method.  The  Notice  also  requested 
comments  on  two  alternate  methods  of 
assessing  fees  for  FGIS  mileage  costs — a 
standard-rate-per-mile  method  and  an 
apportionment  method. 

Ten  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  the  Notice.  Nine 
commentors  favored  the  hourly  method 
of  assessing  online  inspection  fees.  Five 
of  the  nine  commentors  recommended 
that  both  methods  be  adopted  and  that 
the  users  of  the  service  have  the  option 
of  specifying  the  method  of  their  choice. 
One  commentor  suggested  only  that  the 
fees  be  as  reasonable  as  possible. 

Although  the  comments  on  adopting 
both  methods  were  not  within  the  scope 
of  the  Notice,  consideration  has  been 
given  to  the  comments,  A  fee  system 
that  would  provide  both  an  hourly 
method  and  a  unit-of-grain  method 
would  require  the  establishment  of  unit 
fees  on  a  location-by-location  basis, 
would  result  in  a  complex  fee  schedule 
that  would  not  be  compatible  with  the 
fee  schedule  for  FGIS  weighing  services, 
and  would  substantially  increase  the 
recordkeeping  and  billing 
responsibilities  of  FGIS.  The  added 
responsibilities  would  increase  FGIS 
operating  costs  that  would  be  reflected 
in  the  fees  assessed  by  FGIS. 

Original  Online  Inspection  Service  Fees 

On  the  basis  of  the  comments 
received  and  other  available 
information,  it  is  concluded  that  the 
hourly  method  of  assessing  fees  as 
herein  adopted,  establishes  fees  as 
nearly  as  practicable  to  cover  estimated 
costs  of  FGIS  incident  to  the 
performance  of  inspection  services  and 
more  adequately  meets  the  general 
needs  of  the  users  of  the  online 
inspection  services. 

In  q.dopting  the  hourly  method,  fees 
are  prescribed  for  contract  and 
noncontract  services,  and  for  regular 
workday  and  nonregular  workday 
services.  The  hourly  fees  for  non-online 
original  inspection  services  have  been 
adjusted  to  conform  with  the  hourly  fees 
for  noncontract  online  inspection 
services.  These  adjustments  will  result 
in  a  20  percent  decrease  in  the  hourly 
fees  for  noncontract  original  inspection 
services  performed  during  a  regular 
workday  and  a  5  percent  decrease  for 
such  services  performed  during  a 
nonregular  workday.  The  term  “regular 
workday"  continues  to  mean  the  hours 
of  6  a.m.  to  6  p.m.,  local  time,  any 
Monday,  Tuesday,  Wednesday, 
Thursday,  or  Friday  that  is  not  a 
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holiday;  the  term  “nonregular  workday” 
continues  to  mean  any  holiday  and  any 
other  time  that  is  not  included  in  a 
regular  workday.  “Contract  service” 
means  an  inspection  or  weighing  service 
performed  pursuant  to  a  contract 
between  the  user  of  the  service  and 
FGIS. 

In  adopting  the  hourly  method  of 
assessing  fees  for  original  online 
inspection  services,  FGIS  is  rescinding 
the  2-consecutive-hour  grace  period  for 
the  assessment  of  fees  for  standby 
services.  The  grace  period  was 
established  in  the  July  2, 1979,  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  38439]  on  the 
basis  of  the  revenue  that  was  being 
generated  under  the  unit-of-grain 
method  of  assessing  fees.  Under  the 
hourly  method,  the  justification  for  the 
grace  period  no  longer  exists  and  its 
deletion  will  help  standardize  the  fees 
for  inspection  and  weighing  services 
provided  by  FGIS. 

DeFinition  for  Online  Inspection  Service 

In  the  May  31, 1979,  Notice,  the  term 
“online  inspection  service”  was  defined 
as  an  inspection  service  performed 
during  the  loading  or  unloading  of  grain 
when  the  sample  for  inspection  is 
obtained  with  an  approved  diverter-type 
mechanical  sampler.  On  the  basis  of  the 
comments  received  and  other 
information,  FGIS  has  concluded  that 
the  definition  is  too  restrictive.  The 
definition  has  been  expanded  to  include 
all  inspection  services  which  are  based 
on  official  samples  obtained  by  an 
approved  method  from  a  flowing  stream 
of  grain  during  the  loading  or  unloading 
of  grain. 

FGIS  Mileage  Costs 

Only  three  commentors  expressed  an 
opinion  regarding  the  assessment  of 
FGIS  mileage  costs.  Two  commentors 
preferred  the  standard-rate-per-mile 
method  and  one  commentor  favored  the 
apportionment  method.  After 
considering  the  comments  and  other 
available  information,  FGIS  has 
concluded  that  there  is  not  sufficient 
basis  at  this  time  to  justify  a  change 
from  the  present  apportionment  method. 
Accordingly,  FGIS  mileage  costs  will 
continue  to  be  included  as  part  of  the 
FGIS  inspection  fee  on  a  nationwide 
apportionment  basis. 

Fee  Schedule 

The  prescribed  fees  are  based  on 
estimated  income  and  expenses  for 
fiscal  year  1980,  including  an  estimated 
7.0  percent  salary  increase  for  FGIS 
employees  in  October  1979.  The  fees  are 
expected  to  generate  income  adequate 
for  fiscal  year  1980  operating  costs  plus 
maintaining  a  nominal  operating 


reserve.  The  fees  remain  unchanged  for 
reinspection,  appeal  inspection,  and 
weighing  services  performed  by  FGIS  in 
the  United  States  and  for  original 
inspection,  reinspection,  appeal 
inspection,  and  weighing  services 
performed  by  FGIS  in  Canada. 

The  costs  to  FGIS  of  providing  the 
services  for  which  fees  are  prescribed 
are  matters  known  only  to  FGIS,  and  the 
collection  of  fees  for  such  costs  is 
prescribed  by  law.  Therefore,  it  is  found 
upon  good  cause  that  publication  of  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and  other 
public  procedures  on  the  provisions  of 
§  26.71  and  §  26.72  of  the  regulations  as 
set  forth  in  this  document  are 
impractical  and  unnecessary,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  these  changes 
effective  December  2, 1979. 

This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  USDA  criteria  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044, 
“Improving  Government  Regulations.”  A 


determination  has  been  made  that  this 
action  should  not  be  classified 
“significant”  under  those  criteria.  An 
impact  statement  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to:  John  W.  Marshall,  Director, 
Inspection  Division,  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  1400  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Room  0624-S,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250  (202) 447-8497. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  section  7(j) 

(7  U.S.C.  79(j))  of  the  Act,  §  26.71(a)  and 
§  26.72(b)(1)  of  the  regulations  (7  CFR 
26.71(a)  and  26.72(b)(1))  under  the  Act 
are  hereby  amended  or  restated  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  26.71  Fees  for  official  services 
performed  by  the  Service. 

(a)  General.  The  fees  shown  in 
schedules  A  and  B  apply  to  official  grain 
inspection  and  weighing  services 
performed  by  the  Service  in  the  United 
States  and  Canada. 


Schedule  A.— Fees  for  official  inspection  and  weighing  services  performed  by  the  Service  in  the  United 

Stales  ‘ 

Table  1 


Inspection  services  (bulk  or  sacked  grain) 

Original 

inspection 

service 

Reinspec¬ 
tion  or 
appeal 
inspection 
service  *’ 

(1)  Official  sample-lot  Inspection  service  (white  certificate); 

(i)  For  official  grade  and  official  factor  determinations: 

(A)  OnHne  inspection  services  (per  man-hour  per  Service  representative):  * 

( 1)  Contract  service; 

$11  20 

(’) 

14.40 

(‘I 

(^  Noncontract  service; 

12.80 

(‘) 

16.00 

l‘) 

(B)  Other  than  online  inspection  services: 

6.50 

$16.00 

10.00 

19.60 

(3)  Hopper  car  (per  car  or  part  car) . . . . — 

13.50 

2.50 

23.60 

3.50 

(3)  Ship,  bin  and  all  other  lots  of  grain  (per  1,0<>0  bushels  or  fraction  thereof)  (but 

<’) 

3.50 

(') 

13.50 

(ii)  For  official  factor  or  official  critetia  determinations: 

(A)  Based  on  a  sample  used  for  official  grade  and  official  factor  determinations  not  obtained 
during  loading  or  unloading: 

4.20 

5.45 

(^  Protein  test  (per  sample) . . . - . 

(B)  Based  on  new  sample  (any  lot  or  part  lot) . . . . 

(2)  Special  inspection  services  (sampliiig,  stowage  examination,  testing  of  inspection  equipment 
demonstrating  official  inspection  functions,  furnishing  standard  illustrations,  and  related  services) 
(per  man-hour  per  Service  representative):  * 

3.35 

(’) 

12.80 

4.35 

(’) 

21.80 

16.00 

21.80 

(3)  Warehouseman's  sample-lot  inspection  service  (yellow  certificate)  or  submitted  sample 
inspection  service  (pink  certificate): 

550 

13.50 

iti)  For  official  factor  or  official  criteria  determinations: 

4.20 

5.45 

3.35 

4.35 

(4)  Minimum  fee  per  service  request  (applicable  when  the  request  lor  service  is  cancelled  after  the 
Service  representalive(s)  arrive  at  the  point  of  service— fee  does  not  include  standby); 

(i)  Grain  in  trucks,  trailers,  boxcars,  or  hopper  cars . . 

(ii)  All  other  lots  of  grain  and  special  services  (per  Service  representative): 

(A)  Regular  workday . . 

n 

25.60 

32i)0 

(•) 

43.60 

43.60 

(5)  Standby  (per  man-hour  per  Service  representative);  * 

(i)  Regular  workday . — 

12.80 

16.00 

21.80 

21.80 

(6)  Extra  copies  of  certificates  (per  copy) . . . - . — - 

2.50 

2.50 

Note.— The  footnotes  for  table  1  are  shown  at  the  end  of  table  2. 


52840  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  177  /  Tuesday,  September  11. 1979  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


Table  2 


Weighi^  services  (bulk  or  sacked  grain) 


Official  weighing  services 


Specified  inspection  point 

Noninspection  point 

.  Contract  service  Noncontract  service 

Contract  service 

Regular  Non-  Regular  Non-  Regular  Non¬ 
workday  regular  workday  regular  workday  regular 

workday  workday  workday 


(1)  Official  weighing  or  supervision  of  weighing  services  (per 

man-hour  per  Service  representatives) . 

(2)  Special  weighing  services,  (stowage  examination,  testing 

of  weighing  equipment,  checkweighing  sacked  grain, 
checkloading  sacked  grain,  demonstrating  official  weighing 
functions,  and  related  services)  (per  man-hour  per  Service 
representative)  ‘ . 

(3)  Minimum  tee  per  service  request  (applicable  only  when 

request  is  cancelled  alter  Service  representative  arrives  at 
point  of  service— fee  does  not  include  standby)  (per  Serv¬ 
ice  representative) . . . 

(4)  Standby  (per  man-hour  per  Service  representative) ' . 

(5)  Carrier  coition  and, 'or  scale  record  report  (not  available 

as  a  single  service) . 

(6)  Extra  copies  of  certificates  (per  copy) . . 


$11.20 

$14.40 

$12.80 

$16.00 

$11.20 

$14.40 

11  20 

14.40 

12.80 

1600 

11.20 

14.40 

(') 

14.40 

12  80 

16.00 

(') 

14.40 

(*) 

14.40 

12.80 

16.00 

(•) 

14.40 

(.0) 

(■”) 

500 

500 

(■») 

(10) 

2.50 

2.50 

2.50 

2.50 

2.50 

2.50 

'The  fees  include  the  cost  of  performing  official  inspection  and  official  class  X  or  class  Y  weighing  functions  by  Service 
representatives.  For  incidental  costs  included  in  the  fees,  and  fees  in  addition  to  the  unit  and  the  hourly  fees,  see  sec.  26.72, 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b). 

’If  it  is  found  that  there  was  a  material  error  in  the  inspection  from  which  a  reinspection,  a  field  appeal  inspection,  or  a 
Board  appeal  inspection  is  taken,  the  specified  reinspection,  field  appeal  inspection,  or  Board  appeal  inspection  fee  shall  not  be 
assessed.  (But  see  sec.  26.72(b)  for  lees  that  are  assessed  in  all  instances.) 

’Board  appeal  inspections  are  based  on  file  samples.  The  fee  for  Board  appeal  inspection  service  shall  be  $34.00  per 
sample  except  tor  protein  which  shall  be  $15.00  per  sample. 

’Online  inspection  services  include  all  inspection  services  which  are  based  on  official  samp'es  obtained  from  a  flowing 
stream  of  gram  during  tfie  loading  or  unloading  of  grain. 

‘Not  applicable. 

‘The  unit  tee. 

’Same  tees  as  in  (1)(i)(B).  plus  applicable  sampling  charge— see  (2). 

■Only  one  inspection  or  weighing  fee,  as  applicable,  will  be  charged  for  these  services  whether  performed  singly  or  concur¬ 
rently. 

‘For  application  of  fee  for  standby,  see  sec.  26.72(b). 

'"No  Charge. 


Schedule  B.— Fees  for  official  irtspection  and  weighing  services  performed  by  the  Service  in  Canada  * 

Table  1 


Services  (bulk  or  sacked  grain) 


Regular  Nonregular 
workday  workday 


(1)  Origmal  inspection,  or  official  weighing,  or  special  services:  ' 

(i)  Contract  service  (per  man-hour  per.  service  representative) . 

(ii)  Norxtontract  service  (per  man-hour  per  service  representative) . 

(2)  Reinspection  or  field  appeal  inspection  (per  man-hour  per  service  representative)  ‘  ‘ . 

(3)  Board  appeal  inspection  (per  sample)  •  *. . 

(4)  Minimum  fee  per  service  request 

(i)  Noncontract,  original  inspection,  or  original  weighing,  or  special  services  (per  service  repre¬ 
sentative)  *. . . . 

(ii)  Reinspection,  or  field  appeal  inspection  (per  service  representative)  ‘  *. . . 

(5)  Standby  (per  man-hour  per  service  representative)  _ — . . . 

(6)  Extra  copies  of  certificates  (per  copy)  • . . . . . 


$20.00 

$24.00 

30.00 

36.00 

32.00 

36.00 

34.00 

40.00 

90.00 

106.00 

96.00 

114.00 

30.00 

36.00 

2.50 

2.50 

’The  tees  include  the  cost  of  performing  officiat  inspection  and  official  class  X  or  class  Y  weighing  functions  by  Service 
representatives.  For  incidental  costs  included  in  the  fees,  and  fees  in  addition  to  the  unit  and  the  hourly  fees,  see  sec.  26.72, 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b). 

’Special  services  include,  but  are  not  limited  to  the  following:  sampling,  stowage  examination,  testing  of  inspection  or 
weighirtg  equipment,  denxinstrating  official  inspection  or  weighing  functions,  furnishing  standard  itiusirations.  checkweighing  of 
sacked  gram,  checkloading  of  sacked  grain,  and  related  services. 

'If  it  is  found  that  there  was  a  matenal  error  in  the  inspection  from  which  a  reinspection,  a  field  appeal  inspection  or  Board 
appeal  inspection  is  taken,  the  specified  reinspection,  field  appeal  inspection  or  Bowd  appeal  inspection  fee  shall  not  be  as¬ 
sessed.  (But  see  {  26.72(b)  tor  tees  that  are  assessed  in  all  instances.) 

‘Appeal  inspections  are  based  on  file  samples.  Board  appeal  inspections  (or  protein  shall  be  $15.00  per  sample. 

'Applicable  when  the  requested  service  is  performed  in  3  hours  or  less,  or  the  request  for  service  is  cancelled  after  Service 
representative  arrives  at  the  point  of  service. 

‘Not  applicable  if  the  reinspection  or  field  appeal  inspection  is  performed  concurrently  with  an  ohgmal  inspection. 

’For  application  of  fee  for  standby,  see  §  26.72(b). 

'For  application  of  fee  (or  extra  copies  of  certificates  see  S  26.72(b)(2). 
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§  26.72  Federal  services:  Explanation  of 
fees. 

***** 

(b)  Fees  in  addition  to  unit  and  hourly 
fees.  (1)  fees  for  standby  services  shall 
be  assessed  in  all  cases  except  no  fee 
shall  be  assessed  for  standby  pefformed 
during  a  regular  workday  under  a 
service  contract  for  inspection  or 
weighing  services  in  the  United  States  or 
Canada. 

***** 

(Sec.  8.  Pub.  L.  94-582,  90  Stat.  2873  (7  U.S.C. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  September  6. 
1979. 

L.  E.  Bartelt, 

.Administrator. 

|KK  Diic.  79-28275  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  ani| 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Parts  1071,  1073,  1097,  1102, 
1104,  1106,  1108,  1120,  1126,  1132,  and 
1138 

(Milk  Order  Nos.  126,  71,  73,  97, 102,  104, 
106,  108, 120, 132,  and  138] 

Milk  in  the  Texas  and  Certain  Other 
Marketing  Areas;  Order  Suspending 
Effective  Date  of  Orders  Amending  the 
Orders 

7  CFR  Parts  and  Marketing  Areas 

1126  Texas 

1071  Neosho  Valley 

1073  Wichita,  Kans. 

1097  Memphis,  Tenn. 

1102  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 

1104  Red  River  Valley 
1106  Oklahoma  Metropolitan 
1108  Central  Arkansas 
1120  Lubbock-Plainview 
1132  Texas  Panhandle 
1138  Rio  Grande  Valley 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

action:  Suspension  of  effective  date  of 
rules. 


summary:  This  document  suspends  the 
September  1, 1979,  effective  date  of 
uniform  base-excess  plan  provisions 
that  were  issued  by  the  Department  for 
11  southwestern  milk  orders.  This  action 
stems  from  an  order  by  the  U.S.  District 
Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  Texas 
which  restrains  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  from  implementing  the  base- 
excess  plans  at  this  time. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  F.  Groene,  Marketing  Specialist, 
Dairy  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service.  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  202-447-4824. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Prior 
documents  in  this  proceeding: 

Notices  of  hearing:  Issued  February 
11. 1977,  published  February  14, 1977  (42 
FR  9674):  issued  March  3, 1977, 
published  March  8. 1977  (42  FR  13024): 
and  issued  March  25, 1977,  published 
March  31. 1977  (42  FR  17130). 

Notice  of  extension  of  time  for  filing 
briefs:  Issued  May  18, 1977,  published 
May  25,  1977  (42  FR  26217). 

Recommended  decision:  Issued 
December  20, 1977,  published  December 
29, 1977  (42  FR  65088). 

Notices  of  extension  of  time  for  filing 
exceptions:  Issued  January  20, 1978, 
published  January  26, 1978  (43  FR  3568): 
issued  February  15, 1978,  published 
February  22. 1978  (43  FR  7327). 

Final  decision:  Issued  July  23, 1978, 
published  July  28. 1978  (43  FR  33192). 

Final  order:  Issued  August  29. 1978. 
published  September  5, 1978  (43  FR 
,39324). 

Statement  of  Consideration 

1.  This  order  of  suspension  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et 
seq.],  and  of  the  orders  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  aforesaid 
marketing  areas. 

2.  On  August  29, 1978  (43  FR  39324). 


the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing 
Services  issued  on  order  amending  the 
11  aforesaid  orders.  The  amended  "" 
orders  were  to  become  effective  on 
September  1, 1979,  and  would  establish 
uniform  base-excess  plans  for  the  11 
markets. 

3.  On  March  27. 1979  (44  FR  18938),  the 
Assistant  Secretary  issued  an  order 
amending  several  of  the  order 
provisions  (which  were  not  yet  in  effect) 
that  had  been  issued  in  the  August  29. 
1978.  order  amending  the  11  aforesaid 
orders.  These  additional  amendments 
also  were  to  become  effective  on 
September  1, 1979.  They  were  issued  for  - 
the  purpose  of  correlating  the  new  base- 
excess  plan  provisions  with  the 
provisions  that  were  being  issued  on 
March  27, 1979,  in  connection  with 
changes  in  the  advertising  and 
promotion  programs  under  10  of  the  11 
orders.  (The  Neosho  Valley  order  does 
not  contain  an  advertising  and 
promotion  program.) 

4.  On  August  31, 1979,  the  U.S.  District 
Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  Texas 
issued  an  order  restraining  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  from  implementing  the 
uniform  base-excess  plan  provisions  for 
the  11  aforesaid  orders. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  the 
basis  of  the  restraining  order  of  the  U.S. 
District  Court,  the  September  1, 1979, 
effective  date  of  the  order  amending  the 
11  aforesaid  orders  that  was  issued  on 
August  29, 1978  (43  FR  39324),  and  of  the 
order  amending  the  11  aforesaid  orders 
that  was  issued  on  March  27, 1979  (44 
FR  18938),  is  hereby  suspended  until 
further  notice. 

(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended:  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Effective  date:  September  11. 1979. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on  September 
6. 1979. 
jerry  C.  Hill, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Marketing  and  Transportation  Service.s. 

II'R  Doc.  7«-282r4  Filcii  <>-10-79;  8-4;>  am| 
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5:342 


Proposed  Rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
[lOCFR  Part  376] 

Leasing;  Proposed  Rulemaking  and 
Public  Hearing  Regarding  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Oil  and  Gas 
Sequential  Bidding  Process 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  proposes  to 
establish  a  sequential  bidding  process 
under  which  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(OCS)  oil  and  gas  lease  sales  would  be 
conducted.  This  proposal  provides  a 
new  bidding  process  that  is  designed  to 
foster  competition  for  OCS  leases.  The 
sequential  bidding  process  would  be 
employed  in  lieu  of  the  existing 
procedure  used  by  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  (DOI).  This  regulation 
implements  a  portion  of  the  Department 
of  Energy’s  rulemaking  responsibilities 
under  Section  302(b)(1)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act. 
DATES:  Written  comments  are  due  by 
4;00  p.m.,  November  14. 1979.  Requests 
to  speak  are  due  by  4:00  p.m.,  September 

27. 1979.  W'ashington  hearing:  October 

15. 1979.  New  Orleans  hearing:  October 

2. 1979.  Los  Angeles  hearing:  October  4, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Ail  written  comments  and 
requests  to  speak  at  the  Washington, 
D.C.  public  hearing  should  be  sent  to: 
Office  of  Public  Hearings  Management, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Box  XJ  (Docket  No.  LPD-79-04).  2000  M 
Street,  NW.,  W'ashington,  D.C.  20461. 

All  requests  to  speak  at  the  New 
Orleans  and  Los  Angeles  public 
hearings  should  be  sent  to: 

New  Orleans  hearing:  Department  of  Energy, 
2626  Mockingbird  Lane,  P.O.  Box  352228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75435.  Att:  Mac  L.  Lacefield. 
Los  Angeles  hearing:  Department  of  Energy, 
111  Pine  Street,  3rd  Floor,  San  Francisco, 
California  94111,  Att:  Robert  Laffel. 


HEARING  LOCATIONS: 

Washington  hearing:  Room  2105.  2000  M 
Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.c.  20461. 

New  Orleans  hearing:  F.  Edward  Hebert 
Building,  Room  629.  600  South  Street.  New 
Orleans.  LA  70130. 

Los  Angeles  hearing:  .New  Otani 
Hotel,  Ballroom  No.  2, 120  South  Los 
Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles.  California 
90012. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  A.  Gribbin,  Economist  (Office  of 
Leasing  Policy  Development),  Department 
of  Energy,  Room  2317, 12fh  &  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20461, 

(202)  633-9437. 

James  K.  W'hite  (Office  of  General  Counsel), 
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I.  Introduction 

Sections  302  and  303  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act 
(DOE  Act,  Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seg.))  Transferred  from 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  (DOI)  to 
the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  certain 
authorities  previously  held  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  (OCSLA), 
the  Mineral  Lands  Leasing  Act,  the 
Mineral  Leasing  Act  for  Acquired  Lands, 
the  Geothermal  Steam  act  of  1970,  and 
the  Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act. 
As  a  result,  with  respect  to  Federal 
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leases,  the  Secretary  of  Energy  is 
authorized  to  promulgate  regulations 
that  (1)  foster  competition,  (2)  implement 
alternative  bidding  systems,  (3) 
establish  diligence  requirements,  (4)  set 
rates  of  production,  and  (5)  specify  the 
procedures,  terms,  and  conditions  for 
the  acquisition  and  disposition  of 
Federal  royalty  interests  taken  in  kind. 

In  addition,  under  section  302(c)  of  the 
DOE  Act,  the  Secretary  of  Energy  is 
granted  the  authority  to  establish  rales 
of  production  for  Federal  leases,  and 
under  section  303(c)(1)  the  Secretary 
reviews  and  may  disapprove  any  term 
or  condition  of  a  Federal  lease  that 
relates  to  DOE’s  section  302(b)  DOE  Act 
authority  to  promulgate  regulations. 

This  regulation  implements  part  of 
DOE’s  authority  under  DOE  Act  section 
302(b)(1).  As  required  under  section 
303(b)  of  the  DOE  Act,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  was  consulted  during 
preparation  of  these  proposed 
regulations  and  afforded  not  less  than  30 
days  to  comment  formally  on  them.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  provided 
comments  which  were  considered  in 
redrafting  these  regulations  prior  to 
today’s  publication. 

As  proposed  in  this  regulation,  the 
sequential  bidding  process  that  would 
be  established  would  be  applied 
exclusively,  on  an  experimental  basis,  to 
all  OCS  lease  sales  in  lieu  of  the  present 
bidding  process  of  opening  and  reading 
bids  concurrently,  now  used  by  DOI  (43 
CFR  3316.5(a)).  Application  of  sequential 
bidding  to  OCS  lease  sales  on  this  basis 
will  supply  the  data  and  experience 
needed  in  order  to  obtain  an  early 
indication  of  the  results  of  this 
experiment.  Ultimately,  the  use  ot 
sequential  bidding  as  the  permanent 
bidding  process  will  depend  upon  the 
observed  effects  resulting  from 
imposition  of  the  process  on  an 
experimental  basis.  DOE  is  interested  in 
public  comments  on  the  concept  of  using 
the  experimental  sequential  bidding 
process  exclusively  for  all  sales 
immediately  upon  promulgation  until 
sufficient  evidence  is  obtained  to 
determine  whether  use  of  the  process 
should  be  made  permanent. 

There  are  several  reasons  for  initially 
proposing  the  use  of  sequential  bidding 
on  an  experimental  rather  than  a 
permanent  basis.  The  impact  of 
sequential  bidding  on  competition  for 
Federal  leases  is  difficult  to  anticipate. 
Much  of  the  information  on  which  to 
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base  predictions  of  impacts  on 
competition  is  closely  held  by  the  firms 
that  generally  participate  in  OCS  lease 
sales,  thereby  precluding  evaluation  of 
sequential  bidding,  except  through 
experimentation.  Similarly,  it  is  difficult 
to  predict  the  reactions  of  sale 
participants  to  sequential  bidding,  with 
respect  to  both  preexploratory 
evaluations  and  bidding  behavior. 
Empirical  evidence  of  its  impacts  will  be 
collected  and  analyzed  and  a  decision 
made  whether  or  not  to  continue  to 
apply  sequential  bidding  to  OCS  lease 
sales. 

Under  certain  circumstances,  it  may 
be  beneficial  and  appropriate  during  the 
initial  implementation  of  sequential 
bidding  to  exempt  particular  OCS  lease 
sales  from  application  of  the  sequential 
bidding  process,  i.e.,  to  revert  to  use  of 
the  present  DOI  process.  DOE  is 
interested  in  obtaining  specific  comment 
with  regard  to  the  need  for  an 
exemption  provision,  and  the  types  of 
circumstances  surrounding  a  lease  sale 
that  might  make  exemption  advisable. 
Please  refer  to  Section  IV.A.  of  this 
preamble  for  specific  comments 
requested  on  the  issue  of  exemption. 

II.  Current  OCS  Bidding  Process 
Regulations 

The  existing  OCS  bidding  process 
regulations  require  that  all  tracts 
included  in  an  OCS  lease  sale  be  offered 
for  sale  at  the  same  time.  All  bids  must 
be  submitted,  by  sealed  bid 
accompanied  by  a  certified  or  cashier’s 
check,  bank  draft,  money  order,  or  cash 
for  one-fifth  of  the  cash  bonus  amount, 
by  the  deadline  specified  in  the  Final 
Notice  of  Sale.  The  bids  are  opened, 
publicly  announced,  and  recorded,  but 
no  bids  are  accepted  or  rejected  and  no 
leases  are  awarded  at  that  time.  Within 
60  days  of  the  opening  of  the  bids,  DOI 
determines  whether  to  accept  a  bid  from 
the  highest  qualified  responsible  bidder 
for  each  tract  receiving  bids.  If  the 
highest  bid  for  a  lease  is  not  accepted  by 
DOI  within  the  60  day  period  following 
the  opening  of  bids,  all  bids  for  that 
lease  are  rejected.  Notice  of  that  action 
is  transmitted  to  all  the  bidders,  and 
cash  bonus  deposits  on  all  rejected  bids 
are  returned. 

III.  Proposed  Regulations 

A.  Specific  Proposals 

1.  Purpose  and  Scope  (%  376.201).  This 
proposed  regulation  is  designed  to  foster 
competition  for  federal  leases  through 
the  exercise  of  DOE's  rulemaking 
responsibility,  under  section  302(b)(1)  of 
the  DOE  Act.  This  proposed  regulation 
is  expected  to  foster  competition  for 
Federal  leases  through  structuring  an 


OCS  lease  sale  so  as  to  apportion  OCS 
tracts  among  three  or  more  bidding 
sessions.  This  is  expected  to  increase 
the  number  and  amount  of  bids  for  OCS 
leases,  increase  bidders’  financial 
flexibility,  increase  the  return  to  the 
United  States  from  OCS  lease  sales,  and 
permit  bidders  to  revise  their  bidding 
strategies  several  times  during  an  OCS 
lease  sale  in  order  to  react  to  patterns 
established  in  completed  bidding 
sessions. 

2.  Definitions  (%  376.202).  Two  new 
definitions  are  proposed  by  this 
regulation.  They  are  the  definition  of 
“bidding  session”  and  “bidding 
process”.  The  former  is  central  to  the 
sequential  bidding  process.  It  is  defined 
as  one  of  the  segments  into  which  an 
OCS  lease  sale  is  devided  and  during 
which  a  portion  of  the  tracts  included  in 
an  OCS  lease  is  offered  for  sale.  The 
conclusion  of  a  bidding  session  is  the 
deadline,  announced  by  DOI,  for  the 
submission  of  bids  on  tracts  offered  in 
that  session. 

3.  The  Sequential  Bidding  Process 

(%  376.210).  A  minimum  of  three  bidding 
sessions  per  sale  would  be  required  by 
the  application  of  the  proposed 
sequential  bidding  process  to  an  OCS 
lease  sale  (§  376.210(al).  Fewer  than 
three,  we  believe,  would  not  be 
sufficient  to  achieve  the  objectives  of 
this  regulation. 

The  regulation  requires  in 
§  376.210(a)(1)  that  there  be  at  least  24 
hours  between  the  time  fixed  by  DOI  as 
the  dealine  for  the  submission  of  bids 
for  one  bidding  session  until  the  same 
deadline  applicable  to  the  following 
bidding  session.  DOE  seeks  comments 
on  whether  24  hours  is  sufficient  for  sale 
participants  to  readjust  their  bidding 
strategies  and  prepare  new  bids  for  the 
next  bidding  session. 

A  random  selection  procedure  would 
be  used  to  assure  that  tracts  are 
distributed  as  equally  as  possible  among 
bidding  sessions  with  respect  to  quality 
or  resource  potential  (§  376.210(a)(2)). 
Each  bidding  session  would  contain  a 
substantially  equal  number  of  OCS 
lease  sale  tracts  as  well  (§  376.210(a)(2)). 
Although  several  random  selection 
procedures  may  be  available,  such  as 
stratified  random  selection  by  geologic 
structure,  the  procedure  used  would  be 
that  which  best  foster^  the  purposes  of 
this  proposed  regulation. 

At  the  conclusion  of  a  bidding  session, 
bids  would  be  opened,  but  the  only 
information  announced  at  this  point 
would  be  the  amount  of  the  highest  bid 
for  each  tract  offered  for  sale  in  that 
bidding  session  (§  376.210(a)(3)).  In 
addition  to  equalizing  somewhat  the 
information  available  to  sale 
participants,  this  limited  release  of 


information  should  minimize  the  ability 
of  bidders  to  predict  the  bidding 
strategies  of  other  bidders  through  the 
use  of  gaming  techniques.  Additional 
bid  information,  e.g..  the  names  of 
bidders  and  the  amounts  of  their  bids 
for  tracts  would  be  announced  publicly 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  sale 
(§  376.210(a)(6)). 

At  the  end  of  each  bidding  session, 

DOI  would  return  the  cash  bonus  bid 
deposits  of  all  bidders  for  a  tract  except 
that  of  the  highest  bidder  (§  376.210(a)(4) 
and  (5)).  This  return  of  deposits  would 
enable  unsuccessful  bidders  to  recycle 
these  funds  for  use  in  the  preparation  of 
bids  for  tracts  offered  for  sale  in 
upcoming  bidding  sessions. 

Within  60  days  of  the  conclusion  of 
the  final  bidding  session  in  an  OCS 
lease  sale,  DOI  would  determine 
whether  or  not  to  except  bids  from  the 
highest  bidders  for  tracts  offered  during 
the  sale  (§  376.210(a)(7)). 

The  sequential  bidding  process  to  be 
established  in  this  regulation  shall  be 
used  exclusively  for  each  OCS  lease 
sale  following  promulgation  in  lieu  of 
the  present  process  used  by  DOI 
(§  376.210(b)).  Initial  use  of  the  process 
will  be  on  an  experimental  basis.  When 
sufficient  evidence  to  judge  the  merit  of 
the  process  is  available.  DOE  will 
determine  whether  to  retain  sequential 
bidding  as  the  exclusive  bidding 
procedure  for  OCS  lease  sales,  to  return 
to  exclusive  use  of  the  present  DOI 
process,  or  to  authorize  alternative  use 
of  the  sequential  process  and  the 
present  DOI  process. 

4.  Analysis  and  Criteria  (\  376.220). 
Before  each  OCS  lease  sale,  the  variable 
elements  of  sequential  bidding  that 
would  apply  to  a  sequential  bidding 
sale,  i.e.,  the  number  and  scheduling  of 
bidding  sessions,  the  random  selection 
procedure  used  to  select  tracts  for  each 
bidding  session,  and  the  number  of 
tracts  and  specific  tracts  to  be  offered 
for  sale  in  each  bidding  session,  would 
be  analyzed  by  DOE  and 
recommendations  made  to  DOI.  In  this 
analysis,  DOE  would  consider  whether 
different  design  options  would  (1)  foster 
competition  in  the  Federal  leasing 
process,  (2)  permit  greater  bidding 
flexibility  and  increase  bidders’  chances 
to  compete  for  more  tracts  than  would 
the  existing  bidding  process.  (3)  provide 
an  opportunity  to  experiment  with 
various  bidding  processes  and  permit 
the  identification  of  those  that  would 
best  achieve  the  Government’s  goals  in 
leasing  OCS  oil  and  gas  lands,  (4) 
provide  a  fair  and  equitable  return  to  the 
United  States,  and  (5)  not  impose 
excessive  administrative  burdens  on 
either  the  Government  or  OCS  lease 
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sale  partricipants.  DOE  seeks  public 
comment  on  these  criteria. 

B.  General  Objectives 

The  requirement  of  the  current  OCS 
bidding  process  that  all  tracts  be  offered 
for  sale  at  one  time  appears  to  strain 
some  bidders’  financial  resources.  It 
compels  bidders,  when  cash  bonus 
bidding  is  used,  to  commit  all  of  their 
cash  bonus  funds  simultaneously, 
thereby  limiting  both  the  number  and 
size  of  bids  that  many  bidders  can 
afford  to  submit.  In  addition,  this  capital 
constraint  may  cause  some  bidders  to 
focus  primarily  on  tracts  that  would  not 
command  much  attention  from  bidders 
with  greater  financial  resources.  The 
application  of  the  sequential  bidding 
process  to  an  OCS  lease  sale  is 
expected,  therefore,  to  afford  bidders 
greater  financial  flexibility. 

Apportioning  the  total  number  of 
tracts  offered  for  sale  among  several 
bidding  sessions  and  returning  cash 
bonus  deposits  to  unsuccessful  bidders 
at  the  end  of  each  bidding  session  will 
enable  bidders  to  bid  on  more  tracts  and 
to  submit  higher  bids  for  those  tracts 
that  appear  to  have  the  greatest 
potential  for  discovery  and 
development.  Bidders  will  be  able  to 
concentrate  their  resources  on  a  smaller 
number  of  tracts  at  a  time.  Therefore, 
sequential  bidding  is  also  expected  to 
increase  the  number  of  bids  that  are 
received  for  each  tract. 

In  addition,  the  financial  flexibility 
made  possible  by  the  sequential  bidding 
process  may  increase  the  number  of 
participants  in  an  OCS  lease  sale,  and 
may  attract  more  interest  from  smaller 
firms  that  have  not  participated  in  OCS 
lease  sales  previously  as  a  result  of  the 
restrictions  implicit  in  the  existing 
bidding  process. 

Offering  all  OCS  lease  sale  tracts  at 
the  same  time  also  influences  bidding 
strategies.  Prior  to  a  lease  sale,  a  bidder 
must  prepare  a  single,  inflexible  bidding 
plan  for  the  whole  lease  sale.  Bidding 
strategies,  therefore,  are  based  on 
information  about  tract  potential  that  is 
available  to  a  bidder  before  the  actual 
lease  sale.  For  bidders  who  are  unable 
to  engage  in  extensive  pre-sale 
evaluations,  a  bidding  strategy  must 
often  be  prepared  on  the  basis  of  little  or 
no  such  information.  This  lack  of 
information  may  inhibit  some  bidders 
from  participating  in  the  lease  sale  at 
all,  and  those  bidders  who  submit  bids 
on  the  basis  of  little  or  no  information 
are  likely  to  discount  their  bids  to  such 
an  extent  that  their  likelihood  of 
winning  leases  is  small. 

Dividing  an  OCS  lease  sale  into 
sequential  bidding  sessions  diminishes, 
to  some  extent,  the  information 


advantage  available  to  bidders  that 
engage  in  extensive  pre-sale  evaluation. 
At  the  end  of  each  bidding  session,  DOI 
would  divulge  the  amount  of  the  highest 
bid  submitted  for  each  tract  offered  for 
sale  during  that  bidding  session.  Since 
the  tracts  to  be  offered  for  sale  in 
subsequent  bidding  sesions  are  known 
in  advance  to  sale  participants,  it  would 
be  possible  for  them  to  adjust  their  bids 
for  these  tracts  on  the  basis  of  the 
amounts  bid  for  comparable  tracts  in 
earlier  bidding  sessions.  While  this  type 
of  information  will  benefit  all  lease  sale 
participants,  it  should  benefit  those  with 
little  or  no  pre-sale  information  about 
offered  tracts  to  a  greater  extent  than 
bidders  with  a  significant  amount  of 
such  information.  While  it  is  difficult  to 
predict  with  any  exactness  how  the 
imposition  of  sequential  bidding  will 
affect  the  evaluative  efforts  of 
prospective  bidders,  it  is  not  expected  to 
diminish  significantly  such  activity. 

DOE  recognizes  that  the  amount  of 
time  allowed  between  bidding  sessions 
is  critical  to  the  success  of  this  proposed 
rule.  The  24-hour  minimum  time  interval 
between  the  deadlines  of  bidding 
sessions  proposed  by  this  regulation 
would  enable  bidders  to  readjust  their 
bidding  strategies  in  mid-sale.  Resources 
freed  from  previous  unsuccessful  bids 
can  be  redirected  to  new  bids,  or  be 
used  to  increase  the  amount  of  their  bids 
to  a  level  that  would  give  them  a  greater 
opportunity  to  obtain  leases.  Increased 
bid  amounts  generally  are  expected  to 
have  the  collateral  public  benefit  of 
increasing  the  return  to  the  United 
States  from  OCS  leasing. 

The  sequential  bidding  process  may 
also  obviate  the  problem  that  some 
bidders  now  face  of  obtaining  too  many 
tracts  in  an  OCS  lease  sale.  The 
simultaneous  offering  of  all  tracts 
earmarked  for  a  particular  OCS  lease 
sale  makes  prediction  of  how  many 
leases  a  sale  participant  will  obtain 
virtually  impossible.  If  a  bidder  ends  up 
with  more  tracts  than  it  can  afford  to 
develop,  then  OCS  oil  and  gas 
development  and  production  will  be 
delayed.  While  this  inefficency  may  be 
alleviated  by  the  sale,  assignment, 
exchange  or  other  transfer  of  leases  by  a 
winning  bidder  after  the  OCS  lease  sale 
(authorized,  subject  to  DOI  approval,  by 
43  CFR  Subpart  3319),  the  availability  of 
the  “assignments  market"  is  no 
guarantee  that  such  a  transaction  can  be 
effected  or  that  the  seller  will  be  able  to 
secure  the  price  sought. 

With  the  exception  of  easing  capital 
constraints,  the  expected  beneficial 
effects  of  the  sequential  bidding  process 
described  above  would  apply  to  any 


OCS  bidding  system,  and  not  solely 
when  the  cash  bonus  is  the  bid  variable. 

DOE  has  also  considered  the  possible 
impact  of  sequential  bidding  on  joint 
ventures,  i.e.,  agreements  among  bidders 
to  bid  jointly  for  tracts.  Joint  venture 
agreements  appear  mostly  to  be  of  two 
types: 

First,  joint  venturers  can  agree  to 
contribute  a  percentage  share  of  the 
joint  venture’s  bids,  leaving  the  decision 
as  to  which  tracts  to  bid  on  to  the 
organizer.  A  sequential  bidding 
procedure  would  not  affect  the  ability  of 
bidders  to  form  this  type  of  joint 
venture,  as  the  organizer  would  be  able 
to  react  to  the  results  of  a  completed 
bidding  session  and  revise  the  joint 
venture’s  bidding  strategy  just  as  well  as 
an  individual  bidder. 

The  second  type  of  joint  venture  is 
one  that  is  put  together  to  bid  on  a 
specific  lease  or  leases.  With  respect  to 
leases  offered  for  sale  in  the  first 
bidding  session,  sequential  bidding 
would  have  no  adverse  effect  on  the 
ability  of  the  members  to  form  the  joint 
venture.  Any  difficulties  that  may  arise 
from  the  necessity  to  revise  bidding 
strategies  as  a  result  of  a  prior  bidding 
session  are  greatly  reduced  by  the 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  30 
days  or  more  prior  to  an  OCS  lease  sale, 
of  the  scheduling  of  specific  tracts  in 
each  bidding  session  and  of  the  time 
interval  between  bidding  sessions. 

These  time  intervals  should  permit 
lease-specific  joint  venturers  to  develop 
and  take  advantage  of  contingency 
plans. 

IV.  Public  Comments  and  Public  Hearing 
Procedures 

We  request  comments  on  any  aspect 
of  the  regulation  as  proposed.  ’To  the 
extent  comments  are  submitted  in 
response  to  this  notice  either  proposing 
or  opposing  amendments,  they  should  be 
accompanied  by ‘as  much  supporting 
data  as  possible.  Data  submitted 
pursuant  to  this  notice  that  is  deemed 
proprietary  should  be  so  labeled. 

A.  Specific  Comments  Requested 

DOE  is  requesting  comments  on  the 
following  matters  in  particular: 

1.  Does  capital  represent  a  bidding 
constraint  or  a  barrier  to  entry  for  some 
firms  more  than  others;  and  if  so,  does 
the  “assignment  market”  alleviate  this 
constraint? 

2.  How  many  bidding  sessions  are 
necessary  in  order  for  this  proposed 
regulation  to  achieve  its  objectives? 

3.  What  time  interval  between  bidding 
session  deadlines  would  be  required  for 
bidders  to  digest  the  results  of  prior 
bidding  sessions,  adjust  bidding 
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strategies  accordingly,  and  prepare  bids 
for  the  next  round  of  bidding? 

4.  Would  sequential  bidding  tend  to 
inhibit  the  formation  joint  ventures? 

That  is,  would  the  process  encourage 
more  individual  bidding? 

5.  Would  the  proposal  to  announce 
only  the  amount  of  the  highest  bid  for 
tracts  at  the  end  of  each  bidding  session 
be  the  most  effective  way  to  achieve  the 
goal  of  equalizing  information  while 
minimizing  gaming  possibilities? 

6.  In  addition  to  random  selection, 
what  other  systems  for  ordering  tracts 
among  bidding  sessions  would  make  for 
a  rational  offering  of  tracts? 

7.  Given  the  experimental  nature  of 
this  proposed  rule,  what  duration  of  use 
would  be  appropriate  in  order  to  assess 
properly  the  proposed  system’s  impact? 

8.  During  the  period  in  which  the 
sequential  bidding  process  would  be 
applied  to  each  OCS  lease  sale,  should 
provision  be  made  for  exemption  of 
particular  OCS  lease  sales  or  of  certain 
categories  of  OCS  lease  sales?  What 
circumstances,  factors,  or  conditions 
might  justify  exemption  of  a  lease  sale 
from  application  of  the  sequential 
bidding  process?  What  criteria  might  be 
used  to  evaluate  whether  a  particular 
lease  sale  should  be  exempted  from 
application  of  the  sequential  bidding 
process  as  proposed? 

9.  What  specific  operational  criteria 
should  be  employed  in  order  to 
determine  the  variable  elements  of  the 
sequential  bidding  process  for  each  OCS 
lease  sale,  i.e.,  number  and  scheduling 
of  bidding  sessions,  random  selection 
procedure  for  distribution  of  tracts 
among  bidding  sessions,  and  number  of 
tracts  and  specific  tracts  to  be  offered 
during  each  bidding  session,  given  the 
general  criteria  outlined  in  §  376.220(b)? 

B.  Written  Comments 

You  are  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  by  submitting  data,  views  or 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  proposals 
set  forth  in  this  notice.  Written 
comments  sjiould  be  submitted  by  4:00 
p.m.,  October  9, 1979  to  the  address 
indicated  in  the  “ADDRESSES”  section 
of  this  preamble  and  should  be 
identified  on  the  outside  envelope  and 
on  the  document  with  the  designation; 
Box  XJ,  “DOE  Proposed  Sequential 
Bidding  Process  Regulations  (Docket  No. 
LPD-79-04)”.  Ten  copies  should  be 
submitted. 

Any  information  submitted  which  you 
consider  to  be  confidential  must  be  so 
identified  and  submitted  in  writing,  one 
copy  only.  We  reserve  the  right  to 
determine  the  confidential  status  of  the 
infuimation  and  to  treat  it  according  to 
our  determination. 


C.  Public  Hearing 

1.  Procedure  for  Request  to  Make  Oral 
Presentation.  The  times  and  places  of 
the  hearings  are  indicated  in  the  “Dates" 
and  “Hearing  Locations”  section  of  the 
preamble. 

If  you  have  an  interest  in  the  proposed 
amendments  issued  today,  or  represent 
a  group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  an 
interest,  you  may  make  a  written 
request  (see  “Addresses”  section  of  this 
preamble)  for  an  opportunity  to  make 
oral  presentation  by  4:00  p.m., 

September  27, 1979.  Please  describe  your 
interest  and,  if  appropriate,  state  why 
you  are  a  proper  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  such 
an  interest,  and  give  a  concise  summary 
of  the  proposed  oral  presentation.  You 
should  also  provide  a  phone  number 
where  you  may  be  contacted  through  the 
day  before  the  hearing. 

If  you  are  selected  to  be  heard,  you 
will  be  so  notified  before  4:00  p.m., 
September  28, 1979.  One  hundred  copies 
of  your  statement,  labeled  “Sequential 
Bidding  Process  Regulations”  are  due, 
for  the  Washington  hearing.  October  14, 
1979,  and  should  be  delivered  to  the 
"Requests  to  Speak”  address:  and,  for 
the  regional  hearings,  are  due  by  9  a.m. 
on  the  day  of  the  hearing  and  should  be 
brought  to  the  hearing  location.  In  the 
event  any  person  wishing  to  testify 
cannot  meet  the  100  copy  requirement, 
alternative  arrangements  can  be  made 
with  the  Office  of  Public  Hearings 
Management  in  advance  of  the  hearing 
by  so  indicating  in  the  letter  requesting 
an  oral  presentation  or  by  calling  the 
Office  of  Public  Hearings  Management 
at  202-254-5201. 

2.  Conduct  of  the  Hearing.  DOE 
reserves  the  right  to  select  the  persons 
to  be  heard  at  each  hearing,  to  schedule 
their  respective  presentations,  and  to 
establish  the  procedures  governing  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  The  length  of 
each  presentation  may  be  limited,  based 
on  the  nuniber  of  persons  requesting  to 
be  heard. 

A  DOE  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  each  hearing.  These  will  not 
be  judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearing,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  persons 
presenting  statements.  At  the  conclusion 
of  all  initial  oral  statements,  each  person 
who  has  made  an  oral  statement  will  be 
given  the  opportunity  to  make  a  rebuttal 
statement.  The  rebuttal  statements  will 
be  given  in  the  order  in  which  the  initial 
statements  were  made  and  will  be 
subject  to  time  limitations. 

You  may  submit  questions  to  be  asked 
of  any  person  making  a  statement  at  a 
hearing  to  the  addresses  indicated 


above  for  requests  to  speak  not  later 
than  4:00  p.m.,  the  day  before  the 
hearing.  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  at 
a  hearing,  you  may  submit  the  question, 
in  writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  DOE 
or,  if  the  question  is  submitted  at  the 
hearing,  the  presiding  officer  will 
determine  whether  the  question  is 
relevant,  and  whether  the  time 
limitations  permit  it  to  be  presented  for 
answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearing 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 

A  transcript  of  each  hearing  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the 
hearings,  including  the  transcripts,  will 
be  retained  by  DOE  and  made  available 
fo'r  inspection  at  the  DOE  Freedom  of 
Information  Office.  Room  GB-145. 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20585. 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  You  may 
purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript  from 
the  reporter. 

V.  SigniHcance  Review 

DOE  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  is  significant  and 
will  have  a  major  impact  within  the 
meaning  of  DOE’s  procedures  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044  on 
“Improving  Government  Regulations” 
(DOE  Order  2030.1,  44  FR  1032,  January 
3, 1979).  Therefore,  a  regulatory  analysis 
is  required  for  this  proposed  regulation. 
In  accordance  with  DOE  Order  2030.1, 
regulatory  analyses  must  address 
alternative  courses  of  action  and 
reasons  for  the  selection  of  the  preferred 
alternative,  i.e.,  the  proposed  regulation. 

A  summary  of  the  regulatory  analysis 
prepared  for  this  regulation  is  included 
below.  Copies  of  the  complete 
regulatory  analysis  are  available  for 
public  review  in  the  DOE  Freedom  of 
Information  Reading  Room.  Room  GB- 
145,  Forrestal  Building.  1000 
Independence  Avenue.  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.20585.  Interested 
parties  are  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  6n  the  regulatory  analysis  to 
the  address  indicated  in  the 
“ADDRESSES”  section  of  this  preamble. 

VI.  Summary  of  Regulatory  Analysis 

A.  Introduction 

The  dual  requirement  of  the  existing 
OCS  lease  sale  bidding  process  of 
submitting  all  bids  simultaneously  and 
of  backing  them  with  substantial 
deposits  creates  a  degree  of  financial 
exposure  on  all  participants  that 
influences  both  the  number  and 
magnitude  of  bids  each  participant 
submits  at  the  time  of  the  sale.  It  is 
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believed  that  smaller  bidders  are  the 
most  severely  restricted  by  the 
economic  requirements  of  the  present 
system.  Moreover,  it  is  likely  that  the 
levels  of  financial  exposure,  which 
many  firms  face  under  the  current 
process,  represent  an  effective  barrier  to 
entry  for  a  number  of  firms  who 
otherwise  might  be  interested  in  leasing 
and  developing  OCS  tracts. 

B.  Policy  Objectives 

During  its  evaluation  of  alternative 
methods  of  structuring  the  OCS  bidding 
process,  DOE  has  considered  a  number 
of  OCS  leasing  policy  objectives.  Of 
primary  concern  is  increasing 
competition  for  OCS  leases,  by  reducing 
a  present  barrier  to  entry,  i.e., 
increasing  bidding  opportunities  for 
smaller  firms  through  a  reduction  in 
financial  constraints,  and  thereby 
increasing  the  number  of  bids  per  tract 
and  the  total  percentage  of  tracts  in  a 
sale  that  receive  bids.  The  policy 
objectives  conform  to  one  of  the  major 
goals  of  the  National  Energy  Plan: 
ensuring  “competition  in  the  energy 
industry  generally  and  among  the  major 
oil  and  gas  companies  in  particular.” 

C.  Alternative  Courses  of  Action 

The  regulatory  analysis  considers  four 
alternative  courses  of  action:  the  “status 
quo",  the  holding  of  “mini-sales”,  the 
imposition  of  a  bid  limit,  and  design 
options  for  a  sequential  bidding  process. 

1.  The  Status  Quo — Retention  of  the 
Current  Bidding  Process.  While  this 
alternative  obviates  the  need  for 
additional  regulations  and  preserves  a 
maximum  degree  of  simplicity  with 
regard  to  administrative  matters,  it  has 
not  been  selected  as  the  most  desired 
alternative  because  it  does  not 
effectively  advance  the  policy 
objectives.  The  maintenance  of  the 
status  quo  would  continue  to  provide 
larger  firms  the  subtle  advantage  of 
being  able  to  dominate  in  the  bidding  for 
prime  tracts. 

2.  Mini-Sale — A  Scheduling 
Alternative.  Under  this  alternative,  sales 
would  be  held  more  frequently,  with  a 
smaller  number  of  tracts.  For  example, 
four  mini-sales  (25  tracts  each)  might 
replace  a  lease  sale  originally  scheduled 
to  encompass  100  tracts. 

However,  approximately  18  to  24 
mini-sales  would  be  needed  each  year 
to  reduce  a  firm’s  financial  exposure  as 
effectively  as  the  sequential  bidding 
process.  This  implies  that  a  sale  would 
be  held  every  two  or  three  weeks.  The 
administrative  burdern  associated  with 
such  a  system  would  be  much  greater 
than  under  sequential  bidding. 

3.  The  "Bid Limit”  Option.  Under  this 
option,  firms  would  submit  their  own 


maximum  aggregate  winning  cash  bonus 
limitation  that  would  apply  to  a 
particular  lease  sale.  In  this  way  a  firm 
can  submit  bids  on  all  tracts  in  the  sale 
and  yet  be  assured  that  its  winning  bids 
will  not  exceed  its  own  pre-stipulated 
amount. 

The  bid  limit  option  has  several 
serious  deficiencies.  For  example,  the 
plan  could  not  deal  with  the  situation 
where  a  portion  of  the  participants  in  a 
joint  venture  have  reached  their  bid 
limit  before  the  tract  for  which  the  joint 
venture  was  formed  is  put  up  for  sale. 

4.  Design  Options  for  a  Sequential 
Bidding  Procedure.  In  any  form,  a 
sequentially-bid  sale  would  apportion 
the  OCS  tracts  up  for  bid  in  a  lease  sale 
over  several  bidding  sessions.  The 
adoption  of  the  sequential  bidding 
process  (over  the  three  options  listed 
above]  is  recommended  since  this 
process  accomplishes  the  goals  of  (a) 
increasing  the  number  and  amount  of 
bids  for  OCS  leases,  (b)  increasing 
bidders’  financial  flexibility,  (c) 
increasing  the  return  to  the  United 
States  from  OCS  lease  sales,  and  (d) 
permitting  bidders  to  revise  their 
bidding  strategies  several  times  during 
an  OCS  lease  sale  in  order  to  react  to 
patterns  established  in  completed 
bidding  sessions  without  imposing  the 
drawbacks  which  are  associated  with 
these  other  alternatives.  As  part  of  the 
decision  to  utilize  sequential  bidding, 
there  are  several  elements  of  the 
process  which  lend  themselves  to 
further  design  options: 

a.  'The  amount  and  timing  of 
information  about  an  OCS  lease  sale 
that  would  be  disclosed  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

b.  The  determination  and  scheduling 
of  the  number  of  bidding  sessions  in  an 
OCS  lease  sale. 

c.  The  determination  of  the  number  of 
tracts  to  be  offered  in  each  bidding 
session. 

d.  The  ordering  of  tracts  among 
bidding  sessions. 

e.  The  handling  of  cash  bonus  bid 
deposits  by  the  Federal  Government. 

D.  The  Preferred  Alternative 

A  regulation  implementing  a 
sequential  bidding  process  for  OCS 
lease  sales  would  best  accomplish  the 
policy  objectives  of  fostering  competiton 
for  Federal  leases  and  of  increasing 
competition  in  the  energy  industries 
generally  and  among  major  oil  and 
natural  gas  companies  in  particular. 

VII.  Environmental  Analysis 

After  reviewing  the  proposed 
regulations  pursuant  to  DOE’s 
responsibilities  under  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (Pub. 


L.  91-190,  83  Stat.  852  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et 
seq.)],  DOE  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  action  does  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality^  of  the  human 
environment.  Therefore,  DOE  has 
determined  that  no  environmental 
assessment  or  environmental  impact 
statement  is  required  for  the  proposed 
regulations. 

(Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act,  Act  of 
August  7. 1953,  ch.  345,  67  Slat.  462  (43  U.S.C. 
1331  et  seq.),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-372, 

92  Stat.  629:  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act,  Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565 
(42  U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.\,  E.0. 12009,  42  F.R. 
46267.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Chapter  II,  title  10  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  set 
forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  September  7, 
1979. 

George  S.  Mclsacc, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Resource  Applications. 

I^art  376  of  Chapter  II  of  Title  10,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  by 
adding  a  Subpart  C,  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  376— OUTER  CONTINENTAL 
SHELF  OIL  AND  GAS  LEASING 


Subpart  C— Sequential  Bidding 

Sec. 

376.201  Purpose  and  scope. 

376.202  Definitions. 

376.210  Sequential  bidding  process. 

376.220  Analysis  and  criteria. 

Authority:  Act  of  August  7, 1953,  ch.  345, 
sec.  8(a)(1),  67  Stat.  468  (43  U.S.C.  1335(a)(1)) 
as  amended  by  sec.  205,  Pub.  L.  95-372,  92 
Stat.  640;  secs.  302(b)(1),  303(c),  Pub.  L.  95-91, 
91  Stat.  578-579,  579-580  (42  U.S.C.  7152(b)(1). 
7153(c));  E.0. 12009,  42  F.R.  46267. 

Subpart  C— Sequential  Bidding 
Process 

§  376.210  Purpose  and  scope. 

The  regulations  in  this  Subpart  C 
establish  a  sequential  bidding  process  to 
be  utilized  in  connection  with  the 
offering  and  sale  of  Federal  leases  for 
the  exploration,  development  and 
production  of  oil  and  gas  resources 
located  on  the  OCS.  This  sequential 
bidding  process  is  designed  to  foster 
increased  competition  for  OCS  leases  by 
apportioning  the  tracts  included  in  an 
OCS  lease  sale  among  several  separate 
bidding  sessions.  Structuring  an  OCS 
lease  sale  in  this  manner  is  expected  to: 

(1)  Provide  certain  bidders  an 
opportunity  to  submit  bids  for  more  OCS 
leases  than  is  generally  possible  when 
all  the  tracts  included  in  an  OCS  lease 
sale  are  offered  for  sale  in  a  single 
bidding  session; 
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(2)  Give  bidders  greater  Hnancial 
flexibility  in  submitting  bids  for  OCS 
leases; 

(3)  Encourage  more  bids  on  OCS 
tracts  offered  in  OCS  lease  sales: 

(4)  Provide  a  fair  and  equitable  return 
to  the  United  States  from  the  sale  of 
OCS  tracts;  and 

(5)  Give  bidders  an  opportunity  to 
revise  bidding  strategies  during  the 
interval  that  is  provided  between  the 
conclusions  of  each  bidding  session  in 
an  OCS  lease  sale. 

§  376.202  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  Subpart  C: 

“Bidding  session”  means  one  of  the 
segments  into  which  an  OCS  lease  sale 
is  divided  and  during  which  a  portion  of 
the  tracts  included  in  an  OCS  lease  sale 
is  offered  for  sale.  The  conclusion  of  a 
bidding  session  is  the  deadline 
(announced  by  DOI)  for  the  submission 
of  bids  on  tracts  offered  in  that  session. 

"Bidding  process”  means  the  method 
by  which  bids  for  OCS  leases  included 
in  an  OCS  lease  sale  are  solicited, 
submitted,  opened,  and  announced,  and 
by  which  OCS  leases  are  awarded. 

§  376.210  Sequential  bidding  process. 

(а)  The  sequential  bidding  process,  as 
administered  by  DOI,  shall  consist  of 
the  following  steps: 

(1)  An  OCS  lease  sale  shall  be  divided 
into  not  less  than  three  bidding  sessions 
with  successive  deadlines  for  the 
submission  of  bids  separated  by  a  time 
interval  of  not  less  than  24  hours: 

(2)  A  substantially  equal  number  of 
tracts,  assigned  to  bidding  sessions 
through  a  random  selection  procedure, 
shall  be  offered  for  sale  in  each  bidding 
session: 

(3)  At  the  conclusion  of  each  bidding 
session,  bids  submitted  for  tracts 
included  in  the  bidding  session  shall  be 
opened  and,  within  4  hours  of  such 
conclusion,  the  amount  of  the  highest 
bid  submitted  for  each  tract  included  in 
the  bidding  session  shall  be  announced 
publicly: 

(4)  At  the  conclusion  of  each  bidding 
session,  the  cash  bonus  bid  deposit 
submitted  by  the  apparent  highest 
qualified  responsible  bidder  for  each 
tract  offered  for  sale  during  a  bidding 
session  shall  be  retained: 

(5)  At  the  conclusion  of  each  bidding 
session,  cash  bonus  bid  deposits  shall 
be  returned  to  bidders  other  than  the 
apparent  highest  qualified  responsible 
bidder  for  each  tract  offered  during  that 
bidding  session; 

(б)  At  the  conclusion  of  the  final 
bidding  session  of  an  OCS  lease  sale,  a 
public  announcement  of  all  bids 
received  and  the  names  of  the  bidders 
that  submitted  them  shall  be  made;  and 


(7)  An  apparent  highest  qualified  bid 
for  an  OCS  lease  shall  be  accepted  not 
later  than  60  days  after  the  conclusion  of 
the  final  bidding  session  in  an  OCS 
lease  sale,  or  all  bids  for  that  lease  shall 
be  considered  rejected. 

(b)  The  sequential  bidding  process 
shall  be  applied  to  each  OCS  lease  sale. 

§  376.220  Analysis  and  criteria. 

(a)  Prior  to  each  OCS  tease  sale,  DOE 
shall  perform  analyses  and  make 
recommendations  to  DOI  with  regard  to; 

(1)  The  number  and  schedule  of 
sequential  bidding  sessions; 

(2)  The  random  selection  procedure  to 
be  applied  to  assignment  of  tracts 
among  bidding  sessions;  and 

(3)  The  number  of  tracts  and  the 
specific  tracts  to  be  offered  during  each 
bidding  session,  as  assigned  by  DOE 
through  application  of  the  random 
selection  procedure  recommended  under 
paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this  section. 

(b)  In  performing  the  analyses 
required  by  this  section,  DOE  shall 
consider  the  following  purposes  and 
policies  as  criteria,  recognizing  that  the 
order  of  listing  does  not  denote  a 
ranking: 

(1)  Fostering  competition  in  the 
Federal  leasing  process: 

(2)  Permitting  greater  flexibility  in 
bidding  and  increasing  the  opportunities 
for  bidders  to  participate  in  bidding  on  a 
greater  number  of  the  tracts  offered  in 
an  OCS  lease  sale; 

(3)  Providing  an  opportunity  to 
experiment  with  various  bidding 
processes  to  enable  the  identification  of 
those  that  are  more  appropriate  for  the 
satisfaction  of  the  objectives  of  the 
United  States  in  OCS  lease  sales: 

(4)  Providing  a  fair  and  equitable 
return  to  the  Federal  Government;  and 

(5)  Limiting  administrative  burdens  on 
Government  and  industry. 

[I  R  Doc.  79-28306  Tiled  9-10-79;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
M4CFR  Parts  221,399] 

[EDR-388/PSDR-63;  Docket  No.  29198; 
Dated  September  5, 1979] 

Carriers  in  U.S.  Mainland— Alaska  and 
Intra-Alaska  Market  Fares 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  CAB  is  proposing  to 
permit  carriers  in  U.S.  Mainland-Alaska 
and  intra-Alaska  markets  to  exercise  a 
greater  degree  of  downward  pricing 
flexibility  in  order  that  they  may  be 
better  able  to  experiment  with  price/ 
quality  of  service  options  tailored  to 


their  individual  costs  as  well  as  to  the 
requirements  of  individual  markets.  The 
proposals  would  establish  ceiling  fare 
levels  from  which  carriers  would  be 
permitted  to  reduce  fares  within  a 
specified  zone.  Fares  within  the  zone 
ordinarily  would  not  be  suspended  on 
the  grounds  that  they  might  be 
unreasonable.  While  we  are  not 
proposing  additional  significant  fare 
flexibility  above  the  ceiling  in  this  rule, 
we  would  permit  an  additional  upward 
adjustment  in  “non-competitive” 
markets,  thereby  allowing  carriers  in  all 
markets  to  raise  fares  up  to  5  per  cent 
above  the  Standard  Industry  Fare  Level, 
This  proposal  is  an  extension  of  the 
Board’s  policy  of  promoting  increased 
competition  and  consistent  with  the 
Airline  Deregulation  Act. 
date:  Comments  due  by;  November  13. 
1979,  Reply  Comments  due  by; 

November  28, 1979. 

Comments  and  other  relevant 
information  received  after  these  dates 
will  be  considered  by  the  Board  only  to 
the  extent  practicable. 

ADDRESSES: Twenty  copies  of  comments 
should  be  sent  to  Docket  Section.  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  1825  Connecticut 
Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
Individuals  may  submit  their  views  as 
consumers  without  filing  mulitiple 
copies.  Comments  may  be  examined  in 
Room  711,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  as  soon  as  they  are  received. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  S.  Goldner,  Attorney-Advisor, 
Division  of  Pricing  and  Entry,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  1825  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20428; 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  . 

Background 

This  new  phase  of  Docket  29198  is  the 
outgrowth  of  a  series  of  Board  orders 
suspending  proposed  fare  increases  in 
the  Mainland-Alaska  markets  and  in  the 
“nonbush”  intra-Alaska  markets.  An 
investigation  was  undertaken  into  the 
lawfulness  of  fares  in  effect  in  these 
markets  during  the  course  of  which  a 
full  evidentiary  hearing  was  held.  Prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  Airline 
Deregulation  Act  (ADA),  Pub.  L.  95-504, 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Stephen  ]. 
Cross  issued  a  four-part  initial  decision 
in  this  proceeding  in  which  he  costed  the 
two  major  Mainland-Alaska  markets 
individually  and  divided  the  remaining 
markets  into  two  groups.  ’  Judge  Gross 

'  The  Initial  Decision  divided  the  markets  into 
four  separate  groups:  Part  I — Seattle-Anchorage; 

Part  II — Chicago-Anchorage;  Part  III — Anchorage- 
New  York,  Portland,  Minnespolis/St.  Paul; 

Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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found  that  the  coach  fares  in  the  Seattle- 
Anchorage  and  Chicago-Anchorage 
markets  are  unlawfully  high,  but  that 
fares  in  other  maikets  are  lawful. 

The  Board  took  review  of  all  parts  of 
the  initial  decision  and  ordered  the 
proceeding  bifurcated  into  a  hearing 
phase,  consisting  of  the  record 
developed  to  date,  and  a  rulemaking 
phase  which  commences  with  filing  of 
this  notice.  Atthe  same  time,  the  Board 
ordered  that  the  hearing  phase  be 
terminated  (Order  79-9-11,  issued 
concurrently  with  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking). 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  ADA 
generally  precludes  the  Board  from 
finding  the  Mainland-Alaska  fares  to  be 
unlawful,  we  have  decided  to  issue  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  as  part  of 
this  proceeding.  It  has  been  the  policy  of 
the  Board  to  liberalize  fare  flexibility 
beyond  the  statutory  minima  imposed 
by  the  ADA.  We  have  already  issued 
rules  extending  the  so-called  “zone  of 
reasonableness”  in  markets  within  the 
contiguous  48  states,  PS-80,  43  FR  39535, 
September  5. 1978,  and  are  currently  in 
the  process  of  considering  similar  rules 
for  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  markets, 
EDR-373.  PDR-64,  and  PSDR-57.  44  FR 
18688,  March  29. 1979  (Hawaii  markets), 
and  EDR-366,  PDR-58.  and  PSDR-52.  43 
FR  51641,  Nov.  6, 1978  (Puerto  Rico 
markets).  This  rule  proposes  to 
implement  additional  fare  flexibility  in 
Mainland  Alaska  and  intra-Alaska 
markets  by  increasing  the  carriers’ 
flexibility  to  offer  lower  fares. 

Accordingly,  rather  than  adopt  the 
costing  of  the  initial  decision,  either  to 
prescribe  fares  or  to  prescribe  a  fare 
ceiling,  we  are  proposing  this  rule  in 
order  to  implement  additional  fare 
flexibility  in  all  of  the  Alaska  markets. 

The  Standard  Industry  Fare  Level  (SIFL) 

in  establishing  a  proposed  zone  of 
reasonableness,  we  must  initially  define 
a  baseline  from  which  all  allowable  fare 
flexibility  may  be  measured.  For 
purposes  of  the  statutory  zone,  the  ADA 
defines  the  SIFL  as  the  fare  level  (after 
adjustment  for  inflation)  in  effect  on  July 
1. 1977.  These  fares  are  to  be  applied  on 
a  market-by-market  and  class-by-class 
basis. 

Owing  to  the  nature  of  pricing  policies 
in  Alaska  markets,  on  both  an  interstate 
and  intrastate  basis,  we  do  not  need  to 
undertake  the  analysis  of  fare  levels 
which  we  found  necessary  in  PSDR-52, 
where  we  proposed  a  similar  zone  for 
Hawaiian  service.  This  is  largely  due  to 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
Fairbanks-New  York,  Portland:  and  Kodiak-Seattle: 
Part  IV — Seattle-Southeast  Alaska  and  Intra-Alaska 
markets. 


the  absence  of  peak  and  off-peak  pricing 
options  in  Alaska,  thereby  resulting  in 
discrete  fare  levels  based  upon  class  of 
service  within  particular  markets. 
However,  because  Alaska  represents 
the  only  domestic  market  which  has  not 
undergone  a  comprehensive  costing 
analysis,  we  do  not  have  the  option  of 
using  a  DPFI-type  baseline  for  those 
fares  which  fall  above  or  below  the 
statutory  zone,  as  was  the  case  in 
markets  in  the  48  contiguous  states. 
Consequently,  we  are  proposing  to  use 
the  actual  fares  which  were  in  effect  on 
July  1, 1977,  as  a  single  baseline  for  both 
the  statutory  zone  as  well  as  the 
regulatory  zone  which  we  are  proposing 
in  this  rule. 

Fare  Flexibility  Below  the  Ceiling 

We  have  tentatively  concluded  that  a 
downward  zone  comparable  to  the  one 
we  have  adopted  in  the  Domestic 
Passenger-Fare  Rulemaking  (PS-80) 
should  be  superimposed  on  the  statutory 
zone.  The  ADA  permits  carriers  to 
propose  fare  reductions  of  up  to  50 
percent  from  the  standard  industry  fare 
level  for  the  same  or  similar  classes  of 
service  without  being  subject  to  a  Board 
finding  that  these  fare  levels  are  unjust 
or  unreasonable.  The  proposed  rule 
would  extend  the  suspend-free  zone  an 
additional  20  percent,  on  40  percent  of  a 
carrier's  yearly  available  seat  miles 
(ASM),  thereby  encouraging  carriers  to 
undertake  innovative  peak-off  pricing 
policies,  particularly  on  a  seasonal 
basis. 

In  PS-80  we  allowed  a  70  percent 
zone  on  a  similar  amount  of  ASM's  on  a 
weekly  basis.  In  view,  however,  of  the 
extremely  seasonal  character  of  traffic 
in  the  Alaska  markets,  we  are  of  the 
view  that  the  carriers  require  the 
additional  flexibility  of  being  allowed  to 
further  reduce  fares  during  prolonged 
seasonal  periods  of  low’  traffic  demand 
without  regard  to  weekly  restrictions. 

As  explained  below,  we  are  considering 
a  similar  form  of  seasonal  zone  on  the 
upward  end  of  the  proposed  ceiling.  We 
ask  that  commenters  explore  this  aspect 
of  our  proposed  rule  thoroughly. 

Under  our  proposal,  fares  within  these 
zones  could  only  be  suspended  by  the 
Board  if  all  of  the  following 
circumstances  are  present: 

1.  The  high  probability  that  the  fares 
would  be  found  to  be  unlawful  after 
investigation; 

2.  The  substantial  likelihood  that  the 
fare  is  predatory  so  that  there  would  be 
an  immediate  and  irreparable  harm  to 
competition  if  it  were  allowed  to  go  into 
effect: 

3.  The  harm  to  competition  would  be 
greater  than  the  injury  to  the  traveling 


public  if  the  proposed  fare  were 
unavailable;  and 

4.  The  suspension  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

Fare  Flexibility  Above  the  Ceiling 

The  ADA  permits  carriers  to  increase 
fares  up  to  5  percent  beyond  the  SIFL 
without  being  subject  to  possible  Board 
suspension  or  investigation  on  the 
ground  that  such  fare  levels  are  unjust 
or  unreasonable.  This  provision  is  only 
applicable,  however,  where  the  carrier’s 
share  of  a  particular  market  is  below  70 
percent  of  the  total  traffic.  In  PS-80  we 
expanded  this  zone  to  provide 
additional  upward  flexibility  to  a 
maximum,  depending  on  the  number  of 
carriers  authorized  to  serve  the 
particular  market,  of  up  to  10  percent 
above  the  SIFL. 

We  are  not,  at  this  time,  persuaded  to 
expand  similarly  the  upward  zone  in 
competitive  Alaska  markets.’*  In  PS-80 
we  addressed  the  necessity  of  increased 
price  competition  as  a  prerequisite  to 
additional  upward  fare  flexibility.  We 
remain  reluctant  to  prematurely  enlarge 
the  ceiling  of  the  zone  before 
competitive  market  forces  have  the 
opportunity  to  establish  themselves  as  a 
viable  price  determinant.  While  we  have 
recently  sought  to  increase  competition 
by  encouraging  the  entry  of  new  carriers 
into  numerous  Alaska  markets.’*  the 
realization  of  these  policies  is  only 
beginning  to  be  accomplished.  We  have, 
therefore,  tentatively  decided  to  allow 
upward  flexibility  in  competitive  Alaska 
markets  to  remain  at  the  statutory  level 
for  the  present  time,  and  to  treat 
adjustments  above  five  percent  on  an  ad 
hoc  basis.  As  competition  increases  and 
market  forces  begin  to  predominate 
pricing  policies  in  Alaska,  we  will 
further  enlarge  the  perimeters  of  the 
zone  and  encourage  greater  carrier 
flexibility  in  the  determination  of  fare 
ceilings. 

We  have  tentatively  decided  to  allow 
carriers  in  “non-competitve”  markets 
the  same  5  percent  upward  flexibility  as 
all  other  carriers  are  permitted  under  the 
Act.  We  are  proposing  to  do  this 
because  we  are  concerned  that  small 


’’Under  this  proposal,  regular  Fares  in  most 
Alaska  markets  could  experience  a  significant 
upward  adjustment,  even  without  additional  fare 
flexibility,  because  carriers  in  these  markets  have 
not  previously  raised  fares  to  compensate  for 
recently  experienced  inflation.  This,  of  course,  may 
simply  reflect  an  historically  high  fare  level  as  well 
as  the  increased  competition  resulting  from  recent 
Board  policies. 

‘The  Board  has  already  granted  additional 
authority  in  Alaska  markets  in  both  the  Southeast 
Alaska  Service  Investigation  (Order  79-4-168).  and 
the  West  Coast-Alaska  Investigation  (Order  79-4- 
36),  and  is  presently  considering  the  question  of 
additional  authority  in  the  Northwest  Alaska 
Service  Investigation  (Docket  31571). 
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markets,  which  are  typically  non¬ 
competitive,  and  where  service  is 
already  marginal,  might  suffer  further 
reductions  in  non-subsidized  services 
were  we  to  refuse  to  allow  carriers 
additional  upward  flexibility.  This 
would  avoid  any  substantial 
withdrawals  of  service  from  these 
markets  as  well  as  the  consequent  need 
to  underwrite  continued  service  with 
Federal  subsidy. 

Additionally,  it  is  administratively 
difficult  to  differentiate  between 
competitive  and  non-competitive 
markets,  even  using  the  Act’s  70  percent 
market  share  as  a  basis  for  evaluation. 
As  a  result  of  increased  competition 
from  both  new  and  established  carriers, 
schedule  changes,  and  fluctuations  in 
demand,  a  carrier’s  market  share  of 
traffic  over  a  given  period  of  time  is 
extremely  fluid.  An  elimination  of  the 
distinction  between  competitive  and 
non-competitive  markets  for  the  purpose 
of  upward  flexibility  serves  to  alleviate 
this  difficulty,  as  well  as  eliminating  the 
resulting  uncertainty  about  the  ability  of 
a  carrier  to  raise  fares  at  any  given  point 
in  time. 

Under  this  proposal  all  carriers  would 
be  allowed,  without  formal  justification, 
to  raise  fares  the  additional  5  percent 
permitted  by  the  statute.  Carriers  would 
continue  to  justify  any  additional  fare 
increases  on  the  basis  of  increased 
costs,  in  much  the  same  manner  as  they 
have  traditionally  done. 

While  we  have  found  potential 
difnculties  in  initiating  additional 
upward  fare  flexibility  in  Alaska,  we 
strongly  recommend  that  commenters 
use  this  opportunity  to  address  the 
feasibility  of  implementing  alternative 
approaches.  One  proposal  which  might 
serve  to  reflect  the  highly  seasonal 
nature  of  the  Alaska  markets  would 
include  some  form  of  peak,  off-peak 
pricing.  Carriers  would  be  permitted  to 
raise  fares  up  to  a  set  percentage  above 
the  statutory  ceiling  for  a  certain 
number  of  days  out  of  the  year.  In  PS-80 
we  proposed  a  similar  form  of  flexibility 
which  was  designed  to  encourage  more 
efficient  passenger  utilization  on  a  year 
around  basis. 

First  Class  Fares 

The  Board  has  previously  sought  to 
free  first  class  fares  from  the  constraints 
of  regulatory  floors  or  ceilings  which 
have  been  imposed  on  other  fare 
classes.  In  PS--80  we  permitted  carriers 
to  exercise  complete  authority  over  the 
establishment  of  first  class  fare  levels. 
This  policy  has  also  been  proposed  for 
Mainland-Hawaii  and  Mainland-Puerto 
Rico  markets,  and  we  believe  that  it 
should  also  be  applicable  to  Mainland- 
Alaska  as  well  as  intra-Alaska  markets. 


This  is  a  premium  service  whose  price 
will  clearly  be  set  reasonably  through 
the  market  interaction  of  willing  buyers 
and  sellers. 

Procedures  for  Fare  Filing 

In  the  Domestic  Passenger-Fare 
Rulemaking,  we  also  amended  our 
economic  regulations  in  order  to  relieve 
the  proponent  of  a  fare  within  the  zones 
from  having  to  justify  the  fare  initially. 
We  are  now  proposing  to  modify 
§  221.165  so  that  the  requirement  of 
economic  data  with  fare  filings  no 
longer  applies  to  fares  within  the 
proposed  zones  in  Alaska  markets. 

Environment 

We  tentatively  conclude  that  this 
proposal  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
environment  under  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42 
U.S.C.  4321,  et.  seq.  No  appreciable 
increase  in  operations  is  expected  to 
result  from  implementation  of  the 
proposed  policy.  The  Board,  in  its 
environmental  assessment  for  the  earlier 
fare  rulemaking  covering  the  48  states 
(PS-80),  found  that  increasing  the 
carriers’  fare  flexibility  will  serve  to 
shift  emphasis  away  from  service 
competition  and  encourage  more 
vigorous  price  competition.  Since 
efficiency  gains  can  be  expected  to 
accompany  increased  price  competition, 
these  gains  may  be  passed  on  to  the 
consumer  in  the  form  of  lower  fares.  In 
general,  fare  reductions  will  generate 
additional  traffic,  depending  on  the  price 
elasticity  of  demand  in  the  relevant 
markets.  However,  such  increases 
should  result  in  higher  load  factors 
rather  than  in  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  available  flights.  Moreover,  because 
Alaska  fares  have  not  increased 
significantly  over  the  past  several  years, 
there  exists  little  likelihood  of  fare 
decreases  of  such  magnitude  as  to 
greatly  stimulate  additional  traffic 
resulting  in  a  significant  impact  upon  the 
environment. 

Proposed  Rules 

The  Board  proposes  to  amend  14  CFR 
Part  221  and  14  CFR  Part  399  as  follows: 

PART  221— CONSTRUCTION, 
PUBLICATION,  FILING  AND  POSTING 
OF  TARIFFS  OF  AIR  CARRIERS  AND 
FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIERS 

Paragraph  (d)(4)  of  §  221.165  would  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  221.165  Explanations  and  data 
supporting  tariff  changes  and  new  matter  in 
tariff  publications. 

***** 

(d)*  *  * 


(4)  The  requirement  for  data  and/or 
information  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  fares  for 
scheduled  passenger  service  within  the 
48-contiguous  states,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  Alaska  or  between  the 
4&-contiguous  states  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Alaska 
on  the  other,  which  are  within  the  zones 
set  forth  under  section  399.31  and 
§  399.34  of  this  chapter. 

PART  399— STATEMENT  OF  GENERAL 
POLICY 

A  new  §  399.34  would  be  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  399.34  Passenger-fare  policies  for  other 
entities. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Board  to  extend 
the  principles  of  fare  flexibility 
established  for  domestic  fares  to  other 
entities  as  follows: 

(a)  [Reserve] 

(b)  [Reserved] 

(c)  For  the  Mainland-Alaska  and 
Intra-Alaska  ratemaking  entities: 

(1)  Ceiling  Fares,  other  than  first  class, 
should  be  based  on  the  fares  in  effect 
July  1, 1977. 

(2)  Each  carrier,  including  monopoly 
carriers,  as  defined  in  section 
1002(d)(4)(A)  of  the  Act,  should  have  the 
opportunity  to  set  fares,  other  than  for 
first  class,  in  each  market  within  a  zone 
ranging  to  50  percent  below  the  ceiling 
fares.  Also,  on  40  percent  of  their 
weekly  available  seat  miles,  carriers 
should  have  the  opportunity  to  set  fares 
in  each  market  down  to  a  70  percent 
level  below  the  ceiling.  Fares  within 
these  zones  will  not  be  suspended  by 
the  Board  absent  all  of  the  following 
extraordinary  circumstances: 

(i)  The  high  probability  that  the  fare 
would  be  found  to  be  unlawful  after 
investigation; 

(ii)  The  substantial  likelihood  that  the 
fare  is  predatory  so  that  there  would  be 
an  immediate  and  irreparable  harm  to 
competition  if  it  were  allowed  to  go  into 
effect; 

(iii)  The  harm  to  competition  would  be 
greater  than  the  injury  to  the  travelling 
public  if  the  proposed  fare  were 
unavailable;  and 

(iv)  The  suspension  is  in  the  public 
interest; 

(3)  Carriers  should  be  free  to  set 
market  fares  below  these  minima  on  the 
basis  of  such  factors  as  their  individual 
costs  or  specialized  marketing  needs, 
unless  the  level  of  the  proposed  fare 
reductions  will  result  in  an  inability  of 
the  carriers  in  the  market  to  provide 
adequate  service  to  the  public  or  the 
fares  are  otherwise  unlawful; 

(4)  Carriers  should  be  permitted  to 
raise  fares  up  to  5  percent  above  the 
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SIFL  regardless  of  whether  they  provide 
air  transportation  to  70  per  cent  or  more 
of  persons  traveling  in  a  particular 
market.  Such  increases  will  not  be 
suspended  by  the  Board  on  account  of 
the  reasonableness  of  the  fare  absent 
unusual  or  extraordinary  circumstances; 

(5)  Carriers  should  be  free  to  set  the 
level  of  first  class  fares. 

(Secs.  204.  403.  404, 1002.  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  743,  758,  760 
and  788.  as  amended;  (49  U.S.C.  1324, 1373, 
and  1482)) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(KR  Doc,  7S-28281  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[14CFR  Part  223] 

(EDR-389;  Docket  No.  36534;  Dated: 
September  6, 1979] 

Free  Transportation  of  Security 
Guards,  et  ai.;  Proposed  Rule 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  CAB  is  proposing  to 
allow,  but  not  require,  free 
transportation  of  official  security  guards 
by  foreign  air  carriers.  The  Board  is 
proposing  this  action  on  its  own 
initiative  to  relieve  administrative 
burdens  on  the  foreign  air  carriers,  the 
U.S.  Secret  Service,  and  itself. 
dates:  Comments  by  November  13, 

1979.  Comments  received  after  the 
above  date  will  be  considered  only  to 
the  extent  practical. 
address:  Mail  an  original  and  twenty 
copies  to  Docket  36534,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
Individuals  may  submit  single  copies. 
Comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  room  711  at  the  above 
address  as  soon  as  they  are  received. 
for  further  information  contact: 
Richard  M.  Loughlin,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Affairs  Division,  Bureau  of  International 
Aviation.  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  202-673-5880. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
223.21  of  the  Economic  Regulations 
requires  free  carriage  of  official  security 
personnel  aboard  U.S.  air  carrier  flights. 
Foreign-flag  carriers  transporting 
dignitaries  on  official  business  to  the 
United  States  often  board  agents  of  the 
U.S.  secret  Service  to  afford  protection 
to  the  foreign  dignitary  according  to 
established  protocol.  This  happens 
frequently  enough  to  impose 
administrative  burden  on  the  carrier,  the 


U.S.  Secret  Service,  and  the  CAB  if  we 
were  to  require  individual  approval  in 
each  instance.  The  necessity  for 
individual  approval  may  be  obviated  by 
amending  section  223.21  to  allow  (but 
not  require)  the  carriage  of  official 
security  guards  by  foreign  air  carriers. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  proposes  to 
amend  §  223.21  of  14  CFR  Part  223,  Free 
and  Reduced-Rate  Transportation,  to 
read: 

§  223.21  Security  guards. 

Every  air  carrier  shall  carry,  without 
charge,  on  any  aircraft  which  it 
operates,  any  duly  authorized  person 
who  has  been  assigned  to  the  duty  of 
guarding  such  aircraft  against  unlawful 
seizure,  sabotage  or  other  unlawful 
interference.  Any  air  carrier  or  foreign 
air  carrier  may  carry  without  charge,  on 
any  aircraft  which  it  operates,  any  duly 
authorized  person  who  has  been 
assigned  the  duty  of  guarding  foreign 
government  dignitaries,  traveling  on 
official  business,  against  unlawful 
interference. 

(Secs.  204,  403,  416,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  743,  758  (as 
amended  by  74  Stat.  445.  88  Stat.  2105,  91 
Stat.  1281. 1282.  92  Slat.  1724).  760  (as 
amended  by  86  Stat.  95,  92  Stat.  1724),  771  (as 
amended  by  92  Stat.  1731. 1732).  (49  U.S.C. 
1324. 1373. 1374, 1386).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28280  Filed  9-10-79:  8  45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
[31  CFR  Part  1] 

Privacy  Act  1974;  Proposed  Notice  of 
Rule  To  Delete  an  Exempt  System  of 
Records  from  Certain  Requirements  of 
Privacy  Act  of  1974 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  rule  to 
delete  a  System  of  Records. 

SUMMARY:  The  internal  Revenue  Service 
gives  notice  that  the  system  of  records 
entitled  “File  of  Persons  Making  Threats 
of  Force  or  Forcible  Assaults  (26.005)  be 
deleted  from  the  exempt  systems  listing 
in  31  CFR  1.36.  This  system  notice  will 
be  eliminated  when  it  is  incorporated 
into  an  existing  automated  system  for 
increased  efficiency. 

effective  date:  The  notice  of  final  rule 
will  be  published  after  the  30  day  public 
comment  period  and  the  60  day  advance 
notice  requirement. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  E.  Mulroy,  Director,  Internal 
Security  Division,  Office  of  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Inspection),  Internal 
Revenue  Service.  Washington.  DC  20224, 
(202)  566-4564. 

After  approval  of  related  revisions.  31 
CFR  1.36  internal  Revenue  Service. 
Notice  of  Exempt  Systems  will  be 
amended  by  eliminating  from  section  (b) 
the  system  entitled.  “File  of  Persons 
Making  Threats  of  Force  or  Forcible 
Assaults"  (26.005)  which  appears 
between  Collateral  Files  (26.002)  and 
Form  2209,  Courtesy  Investigations 
(26.006). 

Dated;  August  24, 1979. 

W. ).  McDonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  (Administration). 

§  1.36  Systems  exempt  in  whole  or  in  part 
from  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a  and  this 
part. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service 

Notice  of  exempt  systems 
*«*.■** 

(b)  Exemptions  under  5  U.S.C.  552a 

(k)(2).  ‘  ‘  * 

***** 

[Delete:]  File  of  persons  making 
threats  of  force  or  forcible  assaults — 
....22.005 

***** 

|FR  Doc.  79-28133  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4830-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40  CFR  Part  81] 

IFRL  1315-81 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  Quality 
Planning  Purposes;  Attainment  Status 
Designations— California 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTIONS:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  revise 
the  attainment  status  designation  of 
Humboldt  County,  California,  for  total 
suspended  particulates  (TSP).  On  March 
3, 1978  (43  FR  8970),  under  section 
107(d)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA),  as 
amended,  Humboldt  County  was 
designated  nonattainment  (primary)  for 
TSP  (40  CFR  81.305).  On  March  19. 1979 
(44  FR  16392),  Humboldt  County  was 
redesignated  nonattainment  (secondary) 
for  TSP.  as  recommended  by  the  State  of 
California.  The  EPA  now  proposes  to 
redesignate  Humboldt  County  as 
attainment  for  TSP. 
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The  EPA  invites  public  comments  on 
the  proposed  redesignation.  If  the  area 
is  redesignated  attainment,  the 
requirements  of  Title  I,  Part  D,  of  the 
CAA,  as  amended,  would  no  longer 
apply  to  Humboldt  County  for  TSP. 
DATES:  Comments  will  be  accepted  if 
received  on  or  before  October  11, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Comment  should  be 
directed  to:  Arnold  Den,  Chief,  Air 
Technical  Branch  (A-4),  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Divisions, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  IX,  215  Fremont  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105. 

Information  pertinent  to  the  proposed 
redesignation  is  available  for  public 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  Library 
(Room  2922),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  “M”  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

EPA  Region  IX  Library,  215  Fremont  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105. 

California  Air  Resources  Board,  1102  "Q" 
Street,  Sacramento,  CA  95812. 

Humboldt  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  5600  South  Broadway,  Eureka  CA 
95501, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Morris  I,  Goldberg  (A-4-3),  Technical 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Technical  Branch, 
Air  and  Hazardous  Materials  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  215  Fremont  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105.  Phone:  (415)  556- 
2463. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

March  3, 1978  (43  FR  8970),  under 
Section  107(d)(2)  of  the  CAA,  as 
amended,  the  EPA  promulgated  the 
State  of  California's  designation  of 
Humboldt  County  as  nonattainment 
(primary)  for  TSP. 

On  March  19, 1979  (44  FR  16388), 
under  Section  107(d)(5)  the  EPA  revised 
the  designation  of  Humboldt  County  to 
nonattainment  (secondary)  for  TSP,  as 
recommended  by  the  State  of  California, 
because  some  data  were  found  by  the 
State  Air  Resources  Board  (ARB)  to  be 
invalid.  The  remaining  data  indicated 
violations  of  the  annual  “guideline”  to 
the  secondary  standard,  but  no  violation 
of  the  annual  primary  standard. 

A  June  28, 1979  letter  from  the  ARB 
states  that  Humboldt  County  was 
inadvertantly  omitted  from  a  list  of 
areas  earlier  recommended  for 
redesignation  to  attainment  for  TSP 
because  of  a  misunderstanding 
regarding  the  “guideline”  value  of  60  ug/ 
m^  (see  40  CFR  50.7(a)).  The  ARB 
therefore  requested  the  redesignation  of 
Humboldt  County  to  attainment  for  TSP. 

Under  Section  107(d)(5)  of  the  CAA, 
as  amended,  a  state  may  revise  its 


designations  of  attainment  status  and 
submit  them  to  the  EPA  for  , 
promulgation.  Based  upon  a  review  of 
the  TSP  air  quality  data  for  Humboldt 
County,  the  EPA  believes  that  the 
NAAQS  for  TSP  have  been  attained. 

If  Humboldt  County  is  redesignated 
attainment  for  TSP  as  proposed,  the 
State  would  no  longer  be  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  CAA,  as 
amended,  for  TSP  in  Humboldt  County. 
However,  Humboldt  County  remains 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  Part  D 
until  the  EPA  approves  in  a  final 
rulemaking  action  the  State’s 
redesignation  of  Humboldt  County  as 
attainment  for  TSP. 

Note. — ^The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  has  determined  that  this  document  is 
not  a  significant  regulation  and  does  not 
require  preparation  of  a  regulatory  analysis 
under  Executive  Order  12044. 

[Secs.  107(d)  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  7407(d)  and  7801(a))] 

Dated:  August  31. 1979. 

Sheila  M.  Prindiville, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28304  Filed  9-10-79.  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-01-M 


State  Underground  Injection  Control 
Programs 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Extension  of  Comment  Period 
on  Supporting  Document,  “Estimated 
Cost  of  Compliance,  Proposed 
Underground  Injection  Control  Program 
Regulations,  Class  II  Wells,”  and  on  the 
document,  “Potential  Production 
Impacts  from  the  Underground  Injection 
Control  Regulations.” 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  a  new  due 
date  of  October  12, 1979.  for  public 
comment  on  the  report  prepared  for  the 
EPA  Office  of  Drinking  Water  by  Arthur 
D.  Little,  Inc.,  on  the  cost  of  compliance 
with  the  proposed  underground  injection 
control  program  for  oil  and  gas  wells 
and  on  the  EPA  analysis  performed  to 
estimate  the  potential  impact  of  the 
State  Underground  Injection  Control 
Programs  on  operators  of  Class  II  wells. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  Arthur  D. 
Little,  Inc.,  report  and  the  EPA  analysis 
of  potential  production  impacts  from  the 
proposed  UIC  regulations  are  due 
October  12, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  public  comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  Comment  Clerk 
UIC  Program  Regulations,  Office  of 
Drinking  Water  (WH-550),  EPA, 


Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Comments  and 
the  supporting  documents  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  at  a  reasonable  fee  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 

Room  2922,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
W'ashington,  D.C.  20460.  Copies  of  the 
supporting  documents  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Library  at  the  ten  EPA  Regional 
Offices, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  E.  Belk,  EPA,  Office  of  Drinking 
Water  (WH-550),  Washington,  D.C. 

20460,  (202)  426-3934. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  extend,  for 
thirty  (30)  days,  the  deadline  for 
submission  of  public  comments  on  the 
supporting  document,  “Estimated  Cost 
of  Compliance,  Proposed  Underground 
Injection  Control  Program  Regulations. 
Class  II  Wells,”  prepared  for  the  EPA 
Office  of  Drinking  Water  by  Arthur  D. 
Little,  Inc.,  and  on  the  analysis, 

“Potential  Production  Impacts  from  the 
Underground  Injection  Control 
Regulations,”  July,  1979,  prepared  by  the 
EPA  Office  of  Drinking  Water. 

The  Safe  Drinking  Water  Act  requires 
EPA  to  develop  minimum  requirements 
for  State  Programs  to  protect 
underground  drinking  water  sources. 
EPA  proposed  regulations  specifying 
minimum  requirements  on  August  31, 
1976  [41  FR  36730).  In  response  to 
numerous  public  comments,  EPA  has 
made  significant  changes  in  the 
regulations  and  has  reproposed  them  for 
public  comment. 

The  regulations  have  been  separated 
into  two  portions.  First,  regulations 
under  40  CFR  Parts  122, 123,  and  124  will 
consolidate  the  Agency’s  major  permit 
programs.  Part  122  will  contain  the  basic 
framework  of  the  underground  injection 
control  program  (as  well  as  the  NPDES 
permit  program  under  the  Clean  Water 
Act  and  the  Hazardous  Waste 
Management  Program  under  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act)  when  administered  by  EPA,  Part 
123  will  specify  the  requirements  for  an 
approvable  State  program  and  Part  124 
will  describe  the  procedures  for  issuing 
permits  under  the  covered  programs. 
These  consolidated  permit  regulations 
were  proposed  on  June  14, 1979,  [44  FR 
34244]  and  the  public  comment  period 
on  them  ends  on  September  12, 1979. 
Second,  40  CFR  Part  146  establishes  the 
technical  criteria  and  standards  to  be 
used  in  implementing  the  underground 
injection  control  program.  Part  146  was 
reproposed  on  April  20. 1979  [44  FR 
23738].  The  comment  period  for  40  CFR 


[40  CFR  Part  146] 

[FRL  1315-2] 
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Part  146  was  due  to  end  on  August  20, 
1979.  as  announced  in  the  April  20, 1979, 
Federal  Register  notice.  On  July  11, 1979, 
|44  FR  40532}.  EPA  extended  the 
comment  period  for  40  CFR  Part  146  to 
September  12, 1979,  to  coincide  with  the 
comment  period  for  the  proposed 
consolidated  permits  regulations. 

The  preamble  to  the  reproposed  40 
CFR  Part  146  included  an  estimate  that 
12.000  barrels  of  oil  per  day  potentially 
could  be  affected  by  promulgation  of  the 
regulations.  After  this  figure  was 
published,  significant  interest  was 
shown  in  the  12.000  barrels  per  day 
figure  and  in  the  methodology  employed 
in  its  derivation.  Therefore,  ^A  decided 
to  prepare,  in  succinct  form,  a 
description  of  the  methodology  and  its 
application.  Development  of  this 
description  led  to  refinements  in 
application  of  the  models  used.  These 
refinements  led  to  a  reduction  in  the 
estimates  of  the  potential  impact  from 
12,000  barrels  per  day  to  9,400  barrels 
per  day. 

The  EPA  Office  of  Drinking  Water 
document.  “Potential  Production 
Impacts  from  the  Underground  Injection 
Control  Regulations,”  July  1979,  was 
made  available  to  the  public  on  July  30. 
1979.  In  its  preface,  EPA  stated  that  it 
welcomed  comments  on  its  analysis 
including  those  which  could  improve  the 
models  and  their  applications.  Most  of 
the  assumptions  used  in  the  EPA 
analysis  are  contained  in  the  report 
“Estimated  Cost  of  Compliance, 
Proposed  Underground  Injection  Control 
Program  Regulations,  Class  II  Wells,” 
June  1979,  prepared  by  Arthur  D.  Little. 
Inc.  The  Arthur  D.  Little  report  has  been 
available  to  the  public  since  June  15, 
1979. 

During  the  comment  period  for  the 
reproposed  Part  146  regulations,  EPA 
has  received  several  letters  and  oral 
statements  at  the  public  hearings 
requesting  an  extension  of  the  comment 
period  beyond  the  September  12, 1979, 
due  date.  Those  letters  which  explained 
in  detail  the  reasons  for  the  requested 
extension  generally  focused  on  the 
potential  impact  of  the  State 
underground  injection  control  programs 
on  operators  of  Class  II  wells  and,  in 
particular,  focused  on  the  need  for  more 
time  to  analyze  the  cost  of  compliance 
for  operators  of  oil  and  gas  wells  and  on 
the  estimated  9,400  barrel  per  day 
potential  reduction  of  domestic  oil 
production  which  would  result  from 
promulgation  of  40  CFR  Part  146.  The 
Agency  believes  that  in  light  of  the 
current  energy  situation,  the  cost  of 
compliance  to  the  oil  and  gas  industry 
and  the  possible  loss  of  domestic  oil 
production,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  for 


it  to  extend  the  comment  period  on  the 
Arthur  D.  Littlp  report  and  on  the  Office 
of  Drinking  Water  analysis  of  potential 
production  impacts  from  proposed 
underground  injection  control 
regulations  to  October  12, 1979,  The 
Agency  believes  the  impacts  of  the 
proposed  underground  injection  control 
regulations  to  be  small  but,  for  the 
foregoing  reasons,  EPA  believes  that 
good  cause  exists  for  extending  the 
comment  period  for  these  two 
documents  to  October  12, 1979. 

After  carefully  considering  all  of  the 
requests  for  an  extension  of  the 
comment  period  on  the  proposed 
underground  injection  control 
regulations,  the  Agency  does  not  believe 
that  an  extension  of  time  on  any  other 
issues  concerning  these  proposed 
regulations  is  warranted,  and  the 
Agency  is  not  granting  an  extension  of 
the  comment  period  on  any  other  issues. 

The  comment  period  on  the  supporting 
document,  “Estimated  Cost  of 
Compliance.  Proposed  Underground 
Injection  Control  Program  Regulations, 
Class  II  Weils,”  June  1979,  prepared  for 
the  EPA  Office  of  Drinking  Water  by 
Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  (44  FR  23752)  and 
on  the  analysis  prepared  by  the  EPA 
Office  of  Drinking  Water,  “Potential 
Production  Impacts  from  the 
Underground  Injection  Control 
Regulations.”  July  1979,  is  hereby 
extended  to  October  12. 1979. 

Dated:  August  29. 1979. 

Thomas  C.  Jorling, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Water  and  Waste 
Management. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-2814S  Filed  S-10-79: 8:45  ain| 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S6(H>1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[50  CFR  Part  650) 

Mid-Atiantic  and  New  England  Fishery 
Management  Councils;  Public  Hearings 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration/ 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Jointly  sponsored  public  hearing 
on  proposed  regulations  for  fixed  fishing 
gear  in  the  fishery  conservation  zone 
(FCZ)  of  the  North  Atlantic. 

summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  and  New 
England  Fishery  Management  Councils, 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  and  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  jointly 
announce  a  series  of  public  hearings  to 
consider  fixed  gear  regulations  for  the 
FCZ  of  the  Northwest  Atlantic,  and  the 
means  of  implementing  them.  The  listed 


agencies  have  worked  for  two  years 
with  the  fishing  industry  advisors  to 
produce  a  set  of  draft  regulations  and 
alternatives  which  are  expected  to 
provide  for  the  orderly  marking,  setting, 
and  reporting  of  fixed  gear.  Due  to  the 
continued  loss  of  and  damage  to  fixed 
fishing  gear  as  a  result  of  the  activities 
of  foreign  and  domestic  fishing  vessels 
and  from  other  circumstances,  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  agencies  indicated  that  a 
logical  system  for  fixed  Ashing  gear 
placement,  identification,  and  position 
reporting  would  allow  other  users,  in 
most  cases,  to  be  able  to  anticipate  the 
location  of  such  gear,  its  direction  of  set. 
its  magnitude,  and  whom  to  contact  in 
the  event  an  incident  does  occur.  The 
draft  regulations  are  intended  to  provide 
for  a  mandatory,  systematic  program  to 
apply  to  specific  areas  only  within  the 
FCZ  of  the  Northwest  Atlantic. 

DATES:  The  hearings  will  be  held  on  the 
dates  and  at  the  times  and  places 
indicated  below;  All  hearings  are 
scheduled  for  evenings  from  7:00  to  10:00 
p.m. 

Revised  listing  of  Hearing  Dates 

Gear  Conflict  Hearings 

Sept.  18  (Tuesday),  Dutch  Inn,  Great  Island 
Road,  Galilee.  R1  02882. 

Sept.  18  (Tuesday),  Golden  Eagle  Inn, 
Philadelphia  and  Beach  Drive,  Cape  May, 
N)  08204. 

Sept.  19  (Wednesday),  Holiday  Inn,  Route  1 
and  Route  128,  Peabody,  MA  01960. 

Sept.  19  (Wednesday),  Holiday  Inn — 
Riverhead,  Route  25,  Riverhead,  LI.  NY 
11901. 

Sept.  20  (Thursday),  North  Carolina  Marine, 
Resources  Center.  Bogue  Banks.  Atlantic 
Beach.  NC  28512. 

Sept.  21  (Friday),  Sheraton  Inn — Military 
Circle,  870  N.  Military  Highway,  Norfolk. 
VA  23502. 

Sept.  25  (Tuesday),  Holiday  Inn.  Jet.  US  1  and 
Route  3,  Ellsworth,  ME  04605. 

Sept.  25  (Tuesday),  Asbury  Pavilion,  South 
Asbury  and  Ocean  Avenue,  Asbury  Park, 
NJ  07712. 

Sept.  27  (Thursday),  Sheraton  Fountainbleau. 
10100  Ocean  Highway,  Ocean  City.  MD 
21842.  - 

Sept.  27  (Thursday),  Massachusetts,  Maritime 
Academy,  Taylor’s  Point.  Buzzards  Bay. 
MA  02532. 

Oct.  3  (Wednesday),  Holiday  Inn,  Route  1 
and  4,  Portsmouth,  NH  03801. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA'HON  CONTACT: 

Douglas  Marshall,  Executive  Director,  New 
England  Fishery  Management  Council, 
Peabody  Office  Building,  One  Newbury 
Street,  Peabody,  Massachusetts,  01960, 
telephone:  (617)  535-5450. 

Lt.  J.  G.  Raymond  Blowitski.  Commander, 
Atlantic  Area  (Aol),  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Building  125,  Governors  Island,  New  York. 
New  York  10004,  telephone:  (212)  668-7878. 
Dr.  Robert  W.  Hanks,  Deputy  Regional 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester, 
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Massachusetts  01930,  telephone:  (617)  281- 

3600. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  For  the 

years  1971  through  1978,  246  fixed  gear 
incidents,  involving  damage  or  loss  of 
Hxed  Hshing  gear,  were  reported  to  the 
Coast  Guard  by  fishermen  operating  in 
the  area  encompassing  the  FCZ  of  the 
Northwest  Atlantic  Ocean.  These 
represent  known  incidents  of  damage  or 
loss;  however,  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  a  substantial  number  of  incidents 
have  occurred  which  were  subsequently 
not  reported  to  the  Coast  Guard.  There 
were  24  incidents  reported  since  the 
enactment  of  the  FCMA  (between 
March  1976  and  December  1978),  not 
including  any  that  occurrred  during  1979. 
There  were  39  claims  submitted  to  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  in  the 
first  half  of  1979  for  compensation  under 
the  Fisherman’s  Protective  Act.  Of  these, 
22  were  a  result  of  incidents  in  the 
Northwest  Atlantic  Ocean  in  waters 
under  jurisdiction  of  the  New  England 
and  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Councils.  Only  13  of  these  claims  are 
presently  documented,  however,  they 
exceed  $100,000.  The  circumstances 
described  are  a  major  concern  to  the 
agencies  sponsoring  the  public  hearings. 
While  the  actual  cause  of  the  incidents 
in  some  cases  may  never  be  identified,  it 
is  the  firm  belief  of  the  listed  agencies 
that  a  substantial  number  of  incidents 
could  have  been  avoided  if  fixed  fishing 
gear  were  appropriately  marked  and 
reported  to  the  Coast  Guard  for 
subsequent  broadcast  to  mobile  fishing 
gear  vessels  and  other  operations  in  the 
area.  Broadcast  fixed  fishing  gear 
positions,  to  include  a  proposed  buffer 
zone,  would  alert  vessel  operators  to 
take  appropriate  measures  to  avoid  the 
areas. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  the  sponsoring 
agencies  are  seeking  public  input  to 
determine  the  utility  of  the  proposed 
regulations  in  an  attempt  to  resolve  the 
problems  outlined.  An  agenda  of 
discussion  items  follows; 

Signed  this  5th  day  of  September,  1979  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

Authority:  16  U^S.C.  1801  et  seq. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28213  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

Official  Designation  of  the  South 
Carolina  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Columbia.  South  Carolina,  and 
Proposal  of  Geographic  Area 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service. 

action:  Notice  and  Request  for 
Comments. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
designation  of  the  South  Carolina 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Columbia, 
South  Carolina,  as  an  official  agency  to 
perform  official  inspection  services 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
Grain  Standards  Act,  as  amended.  This 
notice  also  proposes  a  geographic  area 
within  which  that  agency  will  operate. 
date:  Comments  by  October  26, 1979. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  |. 
T.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
(202) 447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  South 
Carolina  Department  of  Agriculture  (the 
“Agency"),  P.O.  Box  11280,  Columbia, 
South  Carolina  29211,  an  existing  official 
agency,  made  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  72 
etseq.]  (the  “Act"),  to  be  officially 
designated  under  the  Act,  to  perform 
official  inspection  services,  not 
including  official  weighing. 

The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS),  has  conducted  the  required 
investigation  of  the  Agency  which 
included  onsite  reviews  of  its  inspection 
points  (hereinafter  “specified  service 
points")  and  the  Agency  was  deemed 
eligible  for  designation  to  perform 
official  inspection  services  (other  than 
appeal  inspection),  not  including  official 
weighing.  A  document  designating  the 


Agency  as  an  official  agency  was  signed 
on  August  1, 1978,  Said  designation  also 
included  an  interim  assignment  of 
geographic  area  within  which  the 
official  Agency  will  provide  official 
inspection  services. 

Note.— Section  7(f)(2)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  not  more  than  one  official  agency  shall 
be  operative  at  one  time  for  any  geographic 
area  as  determined  by  the  Administrator. 

The  geographic  area  assigned  on  an 
interim  basis  pending  final 
determination  in  this  matter  is: 

The  entire  State  of  South  Carolina  at 
other  than  export  port  locations. 

A  specified  service  point  for  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  a  city,  town,  or 
other  location  specified  by  an  agency  for 
the  conduct  of  official  inspections  and 
where  the  agency  or  one  or  more  of  its 
licensed  inspectors  is  located. 

In  addition  to  the  specified  service 
points  within  the  geographic  area,  the 
Agency  will  provide  official  inspection 
services  not  requiring  a  licensed 
inspector  to  all  other  areas  within  its 
geographic  area. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  a  map 
of  the  proposed  geographic  area  and  a 
list  of  speciHed  service  points  for  the 
Agency  from  the  Delegation  and 
Designation  Branch,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8525. 

Publication  of  this  notice  does  not 
preclude  future  amendment  of  this 
designation  consistent  with  the 
provisions  and  objectives  of  the  Act. 

This  agency  has  been  performing 
official  inspection  services  within  the 
proposed  geographic  area  since  August 

1978.  The  boundaries  thereof  are  known 
by  persons  affected,  do  not  impose 
significant  new  restrictions  or 
obligations,  and  have  limited  public 
affect.  Therefore,  the  comment  period 
shall  be  limited  to  45  days. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
opportunity  to  submit  written  views  or 
comments  with  respect  to  the 
geographic  area  proposed  for 
assignment  to  this  Agency.  All  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Compliance  Division,  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service.  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250.  All  materials  must  be 
postmarked  not  later  than  October  26, 

1979.  All  materials  submitted  pursuant 


to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)).  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  and  comments  so 
filed  with  the  Director  and  to  all  other 
information  available  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  before  final 
determination  of  the  assignment  of 
geographic  area  is  made. 

(Secs.  8.  9.  27.  Pub.  L.  94-582.  90  Slat.  2870. 
2875,  2889  (7  U.S.C.  79.  79a,  74  note)) 

Done  in  Washington.  D.C.  on;  September  6. 
1979. 

L.  E.  BartelL 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28278  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Tri-State  Generation  and  Transmission 
Association,  Inc.,  Thornton,  C0I04 
Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Public  Law  93- 
32  (87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and 
procedures  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin 
20-22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  providing  a  guarantee 
supported  by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of 
the  United  States  of  America  for  a  loan 
in  the  approximate  amount  of 
$23,300,000  to  Tri-State  Generation  and 
Transmission  Association,  Inc.,  of 
Thornton,  Colorado.  These  loan  funds 
will  be  used  to  finance  construction  of 
an  Energy  Management  System  and 
accompanying  associated  microwave 
communications  facilities. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and 
servicing  the  loan  proposed  to  be 
guaranteed  may  obtain  information  on 
the  proposed  project,  including  the 
engineering  and  economic  feasibility 
studies  and  the  proposed  schedule  for 
the  advances  of  the  guaranteed  loan 
funds  from  Mr.  William  Mickey, 
Manager,  Tri-State  Generation  and 
Transmission  Association,  Inc.,  12076 
Grant  Street,  Thornton.  Colorado  80241. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  (within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  the  Federal  Register 
publication  of  this  notice)  to  Mr.  Mickey. 
The  right  is  reserved  to  give  such 
consideration  and  make  such  evaluation 
or  other  disposition  of  all  proposals 
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received,  as  Tri-State  Generation  and 
Transmission  Association,  Inc.  and  REA 
deem  appropriate.  Prospective  lenders 
are  advised  that  the  guaranteed 
financing  for  this  project  is  available 
from  the  Federal  Financing  Bank  under 
a  standing  agreement  with  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Office  of 
Information  and  Public  Affairs,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th  day  of 
September,  1979. 

Robert  W.  Feragen, 

A  dministrator.  Rural  Electrification 
A  dministration. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28151  Filed  9-10-79,  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-1S-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  29198;  Order  79-9-11] 

Alaska  Fares  Investigation;  Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  5th  day  of  September,  1979. 

This  proceeding  is  the  outgrowth  of  a 
series  of  Board  orders  suspending 
proposed  fare  increases  in  the 
Mainland-Alaska  markets  and  in  the 
“nonbush”  intra-Alaska  markets.  Prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  Airline 
Deregulation  Act  of  1978  (ADA),  P.L.  95- 
504,  Administrative  Law  Judge  Stephen 
J.  Gross  issued  a  four-part  initial 
decision  *  in  which  he  costed  the  two 
major  Mainland-Alaska  markets 
individually  and  divided  the  remaining 
markets  into  two  groups.^  Judge  Gross 
found  that  the  coach  fares  in  the  Seattle- 
Anchorage  and  Chicago-Anchorage 
markets  are  unlawfully  high,  but  that 
fares  in  other  markets  are  lawful.  The 
Board  took  review  of  all  parts  of  the 
Initial  Decision  and  ordered  single  briefs 
covering  all  markets.®  After  passage  of 
the  ADA,  it  ordered  the  parties  to 
discuss  the  implications  of  that  statute 
on  this  proceeding.'' 

Under  the  Act,  the  Board  no  longer 
has  authority  over  the  reasonableness  of 
rate  increases  up  to  five  percent  above 


'  We  adopt  the  findings  and  conclusions  of  the 
initial  decision,  except  to  the  extent  that  they  are 
inconsistent  with  our  opinion.  It  is  attached  as 
Appendix  A  (filed  as  part  of  the  original  document). 

‘The  Ifnitial  Decision  divided  the  markets  into 
four  separate  groups:  Part  1 — Seattle- Anchorage: 
Part  11— Chicago-Anchorage;  Part  III — Anchorage- 
New  York,  Portland,  Minneapolis/St.  Paul; 
Fairbanks-New  York,  Portland;  and  Kodiak-Seattle; 
Part  IV — Seattle-Southeast  Alaska  and  Intra-Alaska 
markets. 

’Orders  78-6-186;  78-7-146. 

’Order  78-10-118. 


the  “standard  industry  fare  level"  (SIFL) 
which  are  filed  after  July  2, 1979  by 
carriers  with  less  than  70  percent  of  the 
traffic  in  the  market  at  issue.  The  SIFL  is 
defined  in  section  1002(d)(6)(A)  as  “.  .  . 
the  fare  level  [as  adjusted  for  inflation) 
in  effect  on  July  1, 1977.  .  .  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  existing  fares  are  only 
marginally  higher  (less  than  ten  percent) 
than  they  were  on  July  1, 1977,  and  the 
intervening  inflation  has  been  relatively 
substantial,  the  Board,  as  a  practical 
matter,  no  longer  possesses  the 
authority  to  find  the  prevailing  fares 
unreasonably  high  in  “competitive” 
markets  [i.e.,  where  carriers  have  less 
than  a  70  percent  market  share). 

The  Judge  found  the  prevailing  fares 
to  be  unreasonably  high  in  both  the 
Seattle-Anchorage  and  Chicago- 
Anchorage  markets.  At  the  present  time, 
however,  it  does  not  appear  that  any 
carrier  has  a  70  percent  or  greater  share 
of  either  market.®  While  the  relative 
market  shares  of  competing  carriers  will 
probably  continue  to  remain  fluid,  the 
Board  cannot,  as  of  July  1,  find  the  fares 
unreasonably  high  and  require 
adjustments. 

As  regards  any  “noncompetitive” 
Mainland-Southeast  Alaska  and  intra- 
Alaska  markets  which  Judge  Gross 
found  to  be  marginally  above  cost,®  we 
are  prepared  to  accept  his  findings  that 
these  fares  should  not  be  adjusted 
downwards  because  of  indications  that 
a  similar  result  is  likely  to  be 
accomplished  through  increased 
competition  in  the  near  future.® 

For  these  reasons  we  have  decided  to 
terminate  this  phase  of  the  Alaska  Fares 
Investigation  with  this  order,  and  to 
issue  concurrently  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  designed  to  extend  our 
policy  of  increased  fare  flexibility  to 
both  U.S.  Mainland-Alaska  and  intra- 
Alaska  markets.  We  believe  that  this 
represents  the  best  approach  toward  the 
alignment  of  fare  policies  in  these 
markets  with  those  in  effect  in  the 
mainland  U.S.,  as  well  as  those 
proposed  for  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.® 


’In  establishing  the  amount  of  trafric  carried  by 
each  carrier  in  these  two  markets,  we  have  looked 
at  both  total  origin  and  destination  single-line 
passengers  as  a  percentage  of  total  city-pair  traffic, 
as  well  as  each  carrier's  relative  share  of  total 
passenger  miles.  In  either  case,  no  single  carrier  has 
a  70  per  cent  or  greater  share  of  the  traffic  in  either 
market. 

’These  markets  include:  Anchorage-funeau, 
Seattle-Ketchikan  and  Seattle-Juneau. 

‘The  Board  has  granted  additional  authority  in 
Alaska  markets  in  both  the  Southeast  Alaska 
Service  Investigation  (Order  79-4-168)  and  the 
West  Coast-AJaska  Investigation  (Order  79-4-36), 
and  is  presently  considering  the  question  of 
additional  authority  in  the  Northwest  Alaska 
Service  Investigation  (Docket  31571). 

•EDR-373.  PDR-64.  and  PSDR-57.  44  FR  18688. 
March  29. 1979  (Hawaii  markets)  and  EDR-366, 


In  addition,  we  believe  that  this 
rulemaking  will  provide  an  ultimate 
resolution  to  the  numerous  issues  of 
pricing  policies  in  the  Alaska  markets 
which  have  remained  unresolved 
throughout  this  lengthy  proceeding. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that:  1.  This 
proceeding  be  divided  into  two  phases; 
the  hearing  phase,  which  consists  of  the 
record  developed  to  date,  and  a 
rulemaking  phase,  to  commence  with  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  EDR- 
388/PSDR-63,  which  is  being  issued 
concurrently  with  this  order, 

2.  The  record  thus  far  developed  in 
this  proceeding  will  be  considered  in  the 
rulemaking  phase; 

3.  The  hearing  phase  of  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board;  This 
order  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.® 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28218  Filed  9-10-79,  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  35936] 

Commuter  Airlines,  Inc.,  Enforcement 
Proceeding;  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
prehearing  conference  will  be  held  in 
the  above-entitled  matter  on  October  4, 
1979,  at  9:45  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room 
1003,  Hearing  Room  D,  North  Universal 
Building,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue, 

N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  the 
undersignal  judge. 

Matters  to  be  presented  and  discussed 
will  include  simplification  of  the  issues, 
offers  of  proof  and  stipulations  as  to 
facts,  authentication  of  documents, 
future  procedural  dates,  and  such  other 
matters  as  will  contribute  to  the  orderly 
and  prompt  conduct  of  this  proceeding. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September  5. 
1979. 

Elias  C.  Rodriguez, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28217  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  33363] 

Former  Large  Irregular  Air  Service 
Investigation;  Change  of  Hearing 

The  hearing  on  the  application  of  JFC 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  dba  Concord 
International  Airlines,  heretofore 
continued  to  29  October  1979  (44  F.R. 
51632  4  September  1979)  is  cancelled 


PDR-58.  and  PSDR-52,  43  FR  51641.  Nov.  6, 1978 
(Puerto  Rico  markets). 

’All  Members  concurred. 
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and  advanced  to  26  October  1979  at  the 
time  (9:00  a.m.)  and  place  previously  set. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C..  4  September 
1979. 

Rudolf  Soberaheim. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28216  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


(Order  79-8-175] 

National  Airlines;  Application  for 
Various  Route  Authority 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Order  79-8-175 
(National  Airlines  Subpart)  Q 
Proceeding.  Docket  36495. 
summary:  The  Board  is  issuing  Order 
79-8-175  to  show  cause  why  it  should 
not  make  final  its  tentative  findings  with 
respect  to  National’s  six  applications  for 
various  route  authority  filed  under  our 
expedited  procedures  (Subpart  Q). 
Specifically,  the  Board  tentatively  finds 
that  it  is  consistent  with  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  award 
National  the  authority  it  seeks. 
Furthermore,  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  will  become  final  if  no 
objections  are  filed.  The  complete  text 
of  this  order  is  available  as  noted 
below.' 

dates:  Objections:  All  interested 
persons  having  objections  to  the  Board 
issuing  the  proposed  authority  shall  file 
and  serve  upon  all  persons  listed  below, 
no  later  than  October  9, 1979,  a 
statement  of  objections,  together  with  a 
summary  of  testimony,  statistical  data, 
and  other  material  expected  to  be  relied 
upon  to  support  the  stated  objections. 

addresses:  Objections  should  be  filed 
in  Docket  36495,  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board.  Washington.  D.C. 
20428. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ava  Kleinman,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20428  (202)  673-5342. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Objections  should  be  served  upon  all 
persons  listed  in  the  service  list  of 
Docket  36495. 


'  The  markets  requested  in  National's  six 
applications  are  as  follows:  Las  Vegas-New  York: 
Dallas/Ft.  Worth-Los  Angeles;  Albuquerque-Las 
Vegas/Los  Angeles/Salt  Lake  City;  Memphis- 
Denver/Houston;  Dallas/Ft.  Worth-Phoenix: 
tionolulu-San  Diego/Denver. 


By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  August  31, 
1979. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  28215  Fited  9-10-79: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Arizona  Advisory  Committee;  Agenda 
and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  and  briefing  session  of 
the  Arizona  Advisory  Committee  (SAC) 
of  the  Commission  will  convene  at  7:00 
pm  and  will  end  at  9:00  pm,  on 
September  25, 1979,  at  the  Adams  Hotel, 
111  North  Central  Avenue,  Room  519, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Western  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission.  312  North 
Spring  Street,  Room  1015,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90012. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  for  a 
briefing  session  in  preparation  for 
September  26, 1979  consultation  on 
housing  needs  for  minorities. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  September  5. 
1979. 

)ohn  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Due.  79-28201  Filed  9-10-79. 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6335-Ot-M 


Arizona  Advisory  Committee;  Agenda 
and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Netice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  conference  of  the  Arizona 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  will  convene  at  9:00  am  and 
will  end  at  1:00  pm.  on  September  26, 
1979,  at  the  Adams  Hotel.  Ill  North 
Central  Avenue.  Maricopa  Room. 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Western  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  312  North 
Spring  Street.  Room  1015,  Los  Angeles. 
California  90012. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  for  a 
one-day  consultation  on  housing  needs 
for  minorities  in  Arizona. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
ptirsuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 


Dated  at  Washington.  D.C..  September  5, 
1979. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 
|FR  Doc.  79-28202  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 


Arizona  Advisory  Committee;  Agenda 
and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  and  briefing  session  of 
the  Arizona  Advisory  Committee  (SAC) 
of  the  Commission  will  convene  at  7:00 
pm  and  will  end  at  9:00  pm,  bn 
September  27, 1979.  at  the  Marriott 
Hotel,  180  West  Broadway,  The  Durango 
Room,  Tucson,  Arizona  85701. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Western  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  312  North 
Spring  Street,  Room  1015,  Los  Angeles. 
California  90012. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  for  a 
briefing  session  in  preparation  for 
September  28, 1979  consultation  on 
housing  needs  for  minorities. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  September  6, 
1979. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  28203  Filed  9rlO-79:  8  45  afp,| 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 


Arizona  Advisory  Committee;  Agenda 
and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  conference  of  the  Arizona 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  will  convene  at  9:00  am  and 
will  end  at  1:00  pm,  on  September  28. 
1979,  at  the  Federal  Building.  301  West 
Congress,  Room  4  B.  Tucson,  Arizona 
85701. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Western  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission.  312  North 
Spring  Street,  Room  1015,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90012. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  for  a 
one-day  consultation  on  housing  needs 
for  minorities  in  Arizona. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September  6. 
1979. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28204  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  633S-01-M 


South  Dakota  Advisory  Committee; 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  South 
Dakota  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of 
the  Commission  will  convene  at  7:30  pm 
and  will  end  at  9:30  pm,  on  September 

27. 1979,  and  will  convene  at  9:00  am 
and  will  end  at  4:00  pm  on  September 

28. 1979,  at  the  Airport  Holiday  Inn,  1301 
W.  Russell,  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Rocky  Mountain 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission, 
Executive  Tower  Inn,  Suite  1700, 1405 
Curtis  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  plan 
Committee  activities  for  the  forthcoming 
year. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September  5, 
1979. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28205  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6335-01-M 


Texas  Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 
Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Texas 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  originally  scheduled  for 
September  27-28, 1979,  at  McAllen, 
Texas,  (FR  Doc.  79-25452  on  page  48309) 
has  been  changed. 

The  meeting  now  will  be  held  on 
September  27, 1979,  beginning  at  9:00  am 
and  will  end  at  6:00  pm,  at  the  Rodeway 
Inn,  (Room  will  be  designated  later), 

6201  Gateway  (West),  El  Paso,  Texas 
70025. 

Dated  At  Washington,  D.C.,  September  4, 
1979. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28206  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6335-01-M 


Wyoming  Advisory  Committee; 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Wyoming 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  will  convene  at  9:00  am  and 
will  end  at  3:00  pm,  on  September  24, 
1979,  at  the  Sullivan  County  Library, 
Second  and  Durbin,  Casper,  Wyoming 
82601. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Rocky  Mountain 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission, 
Executive  Tower  Inn,  Suite  1700, 1405 
Curtis  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  plan 
forthcoming  activities. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  At  Washington,  D.C.,  September  4, 
1979. 

)ohn  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28207  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  633S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
[Docket  No.  8-79] 

Greater  Cincinnati  Foreign-Trade  Zone 
Inc.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  Application  for 
Expansion  of  Foreign-Trade  Subzone 
No.  46-A  at  the  General  Electric 
Company  Facility  in  Evendale,  Ohio 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  the  Greater  Cincinnati  Foreign-Trade 
Zone  Inc.  (GCFTZ),  a  nonprofit 
corporation  and  grantee  of  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  46  and  47  in  the  Greater 
Cincinnati  area,  requesting  authority  for 
the  expansion  of  Foreign-Trade  Subzone 
No.  46-A  at  the  General  Electric  aircraft 
engine  and  testing  plant  in  Evendale, 
Ohio,  within  the  Cincinnati  Customs 
port  of  entry.  The  application  was 
submitted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  81),  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Board  (15  CFR  Part 
400).  It  was  formally  filed  on  September 

4, 1979.  GCFTZ  is  authorized  to  make 
the  application  under  House  Bill  200  of 
the  Laws  of  Ohio  of  1977. 

In  January  1979  (44  FR  4003)  the  Board 
approved  a  15-acre  section  within  the 
General  Eleclric  plant  for  subzone 
activity. 


The  present  proposal  calls  for  the 
expansion  of  the  subzone  area  to 
include  the  entire  279-acre  plant. 

The  reason  given  for  the  expansion  is 
that  the  aircraft  engine  parts  for  which 
zone  procedures  are  needed  move  at 
various  times  throughout  the  entire 
plant.  Also,  GE  manufactures  marine 
and  industrial  gas  turbine  engines  at  this 
facility  and  the  firm  wishes  to  use  zone 
procedures  for  this  product  line,  which 
also  is  heavily  exported. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board's 
regulations,  an  Examiners  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  to  the  Board.  The 
committee  consists  of  Hugh  J.  Dolan 
(Chairman),  Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230;  Donald  L.  Cavanaugh, 

District  Director,  U.S.  Customs  Service, 

55  Erieview  Plaza,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44114;  and  Colonel  Thomas  P.  Nack, 
District  Engineer,  U.S.  Army  Engineer 
District  Louisville,  P.O,  Box  59, 

Louisville,  Kentucky  40201. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
expansion  are  invited  in  writing  from 
interested  persons  and  organizations. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Board’s  Executive  Secretary  at  the 
address  below  and  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  September  25, 1979. 

A  copy  of  the  application  for 
expansion  filed  by  GCFTZ  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

Office  of  the  Director,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  District  Office,  10504  Federal 
Office  Building,  550  Main  Street, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Room  6886-B,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230. 

Dated;  September  5, 1979. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary,  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28131  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


National  Technical  Information  Service 

Edwards  Laboratories;  Intent  To  Grant 
Limited  Exclusive  Patent  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service 
(NTIS)  proposes  to  grant  to  Edwards 
Laboratories  (Edwards)  of  Santa  Ana, 
California  92711,  a  division  of  American 
Hospital  Supply  Corporation  of  1780 
Ridge  Avenue,  Evanston,  Illinois  60201, 
a  limited  exclusive  right  in  the  United 
States  and  in  some  or  all  of  a  group  of 
foreign  countries  including  Canada, 
France,  Federal  Republic  of  Germany, 
Great  Britain,  Japan  and  the 
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Netherlands  for  the  manufacture,  use 
and  sale  and  for  the  granting  of 
sublicenses  for  the  manufacture,  use  and 
sale  of  the  products  embodied  in  the 
following  two  inventions  disclosed  in 
two  U.S.  patent  applications  and  any 
foreign  patents  and  patent  application 
counterparts  thereof  in  countries  listed 
herein  of: 

(1)  "Fiber  Optic  pH  Probe,”  disclosed 
in  U.S.  Patent  Application  No.  855.384 
filed  November  28, 1977. 

(2)  “Dye  Fixation  by 
Copolymerization,”  disclosed  in  U.S. 
Patent  Application  No.  855,397,  filed 
November  28, 1977. 

Both  patent  applications  have  been 
assigned  to  the  United  States  of 
America,  as  represented  by  the 
Secretary,  Health  Education  and 
Welfare.  Custody  of  the  rights  to  each  of 
these  inventions  have  been  transferred 
to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Copies  of  the  U.S.  Patent  Applications 
listed  herein  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Office  of  Government  Inventions  and 
Patents.  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
P.O.  Box  1423,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

With  respect  to  each  U.S. 
Government-owned  invention  identified 
herein,  a  public  announcement  stating 
that  the  invention  was  available  for 
licensing  in  the  United  States  and 
perhaps  also  in  foreign  countries  was  • 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (FR) 
and  two  other  publications  shortly  after 
each  U.S.  Patent  Application  was 
issued.  The  announcement  for  each 
invention  was  made  more  than  six 
months  prior  to  this  notice.  The  Patent 
Applications  were  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  8, 1978,  p.  24887. 
In  addition,  with  respect  to  each 
invention  identified  herein,  NTIS  has 
undertaken  promotional  efforts  designed 
to  encourage  applications  for  licenses 
from  U.S.  companies  to  practice  these 
inventions.  To  date,  these  promotional 
efforts  have  not  resulted  in  the  request 
for.  or  granting  of  any  nonexclusive 
licenses  under  these  patents. 

It  has  been  determined  therefore,  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations  for  Licensing 
(41  CFR  101—4.103.3)  that  these 
inventions  are  available  for  limited 
exclusive  license. 

The  proposed  limited  exclusive 
license  to  be  granted  by  NTIS  to 
Edwards  will  be  a  royalty-bearing 
license  for  a  term  of  five  years  from  the 
date  of  New  Drug  Approval  in  the 
United  States  as  to  the  U.S.  license  and 
five  years  from  first  commercial  sale  in 
any  licensed  foreign  country  as  to  each 
foreign  country  licensed,  but  no  longer 
than  eight  years  from  the  effective  date 


of  the  license  agreement  as  to  any 
country.  The  license  may  be  revoked  by 
NTIS  in  accordance  with  Title  41  CFR 
101-4.1. 

The  proposed  limited  exclusive 
license  granted  to  Edwards  will  be 
subject  to  an  irrevocable,  nonexclusive, 
nontransferable,  royalty-free  right  in  the 
U.S.  Government  to  make,  use  or  sell  the 
licensed  invention  throughout  the  world 
by  or  through  contract  on  behalf  of  the 
U.S.  Government  or  any  foreign 
government  pursuant  to  a  treaty  or 
agreement  with  the  United  States. 

The  proposed  limited  exclusive 
license  will  be  granted  by  NTIS  to 
Edwards  unless  within  sixty  (60)  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  NTIS 
receives  (1)  an  application  for  a 
nonexclusive  license  from  a  responsible 
U.S.  applicant  to  practice  the  inventions 
identified  herein  in  the  United  States  or 
the  foreign  countries  listed  herein  and 
NTIS  determines  that  such  applicant  has 
already  brought  or  is  likely  to  bring  the 
inventions  to  the  point  of  practical 
application  within  a  reasonable  period 
under  a  nonexclusive  license;  or  (2) 
written  evidence  and  argument  which 
establishes  that  it  would  not  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  grant  the  proposed 
limited  exclusive  license  to  Edwards. 

Written  data,  inquiries  comments  or 
objections  concerning  this  proposed 
limited  exclusive  license  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  Government 
Inventions  and  Patents.  National 
Technical  Information  Service. 
Springfield,  VA  22161.  NTIS  shall 
maintain  and  make  available  for  public 
inspection  a  record  of  all  decisions 
made  in  this  matter  and  the  basis 
therefore.  This  record  shall  contain 
copies  of  all  written  data,  inquiries, 
comments,  or  objections  received  by 
NTIS  and  pertaining  to  the  proposed 
limited  exclusive  license. 

Dated:  August  15. 1979. 

Melvin  S.  Day, 

Director,  National  Technical  Information 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28132  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-04-M 


Industry  and  Trade  Administration 

Management-Labor  Textile  Advisory 
Committee;  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  5 
U.S.C.  App.  (1976),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Management- 
Labor  Textile  Advisory  Committee  will 
be  held  on  September  26. 1979,  at  1:30 
p.m.  in  Room  6802,  Department  of 


Commerce,  14th  &  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20230. 

The  Committee  was  established  by 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on  October 
18. 1961  to  advise  U.  S.  Government 
officials  on  problems  and  conditions  in 
the  textile  and  apparel  industry  and 
furnish  information  on  world  trade  in 
textiles  and  apparel. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will  be  as 
follows: 

1.  Review  of  import  trends. 

2.  Implementation  of  te.xtile  agreements. 

3.  Report  op  conditions  in  the  domestic 
market. 

4.  Other  business. 

A  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  to  the  public  on  a  first-come 
basis.  The  public  may  file  written 
statements  with  the  Committee  before  or 
after  each  meeting.  Oral  statements  may 
be  presented  at  the  end  of  the  meeting  to 
the  extent  time  is  available. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  available  on  written 
request  addressed  to  the  ITA  Freedom 
of  Information  Officer,  Industry  and 
Trade  Administration,  Records 
Inspection  Facility.  Room  3012,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington. 
D.  C.  20230. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
Committee  may  be  obtained  from  Arthur 
Garel,  Director,  Office  of  Textiles,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Commerce.  Washington. 
D.  C.  20230,  telephone  202/377-5078. 

Dated:  September  6. 1979. 

Edward  Gottfried, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Textiles. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28285  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Announcing  Additional  Import 
Controls  on  Certain  Cotton,  Wool  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Products  From 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines 

September  6, 1979. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
ACTION:  Controlling  cotton  gloves  and 
mittens  in  Category  331:  other  wool 
apparel,  such  as  mufflers,  scarves  or 
shawls,  among  others,  in  Category  459: 
knit  shirts  and  blouses  of  man-made 
fibers  in  Category  638/639:  and  men's 
and  boys’  woven  shirts  of  man-made 
fibers  in  Category  640  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  January  1, 
1979.  (A  detailed  description  of  the 
textile  categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  4. 1978  (43  FR  884), 
as  amended  on  January  25. 1978  (43  FR 
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3421),  March  3, 1978  (43  FR  8828),  June 

22. 1978  (43  FR  26773),  September  5, 1978 
(43  FR  39408),  January  2, 1979  (44  FR  94), 
March  22, 1979  (44  FR  17545),  and  April 

12. 1979  (44  FR  21843)). _ 

summary:  Under  the  terms  of  the 
Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  August  22 
and  24, 1978,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  the  Philippines,  the  United 
States  Government  has  decided  to 
control  imports  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products  in 
Categories  331,  459,  638/639,  and  640, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  the 
Philippines  and  exported  to  the  United 
States  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  January  1, 1979,  in 
addition  to  those  categories  previously 
designated.  (See  44  FR  92). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  12, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Carl  Ruths,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  2, 1979,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  92)  a  letter 
dated  December  27, 1978  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  which 
established  levels  of  restraint  for  certain 
specified  categories  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  the 
Philippines,  which  may  be  entered  into 
the  United  States  for  consumption  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  during  the  twelve-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1979 
and  extends  through  December  31, 1979. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  the  United  States 
Government  has  decided  also  to  control 
imports  of  cotton,  wool,  and  man-made 
fiber  textile  products  in  Cats.  331, 459, 
638/639,  and  640  during  that  same 
period. 

Accordingly,  in  the  letter  published 
below  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  directs  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  to  prohibit  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption,  or 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption,  of  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products  in  Categories 
331,  459,  638/639,  and  640  in  excess  of 
the  designated  twelve-month  levels  of 
restraint.  The  levels  of  restraint  have 
not  been  adjusted  to  account  for  any 
imports  after  December  31, 1978.  The 
level  for  Category  459  is  74,425  dozen 
including  1978  overshipment  charges. 


Imports  in  the  four  categories  during  the 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1979 
and  extends  through  the  effective  date 
of  this  action  will  be  charged. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  For  The  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements 

September  6, 1979. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20229, 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive 
issued  to  you  on  December  27, 1978  by  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements,  concerning  imports 
into  the  United  States  of  certain  cotton,  wool, 
and  man-made  fiber  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  the  Philippines. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilaterial  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  on  August  22  and  24, 
1977,  as  amended,  between  the  Governments 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines;  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11951  of  January  6, 1977,  you  are  directed  to 
prohibit,  effective  on  September  12, 1979  and 
for  the  twelve-month  period  beginning  on 
January  1, 1979  and  extending  through 
December  31, 1979,  entry  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton,  wool 
an  man-made  Hber  textile  products  in 
Categories  331,  459,  638/6.39  and  640, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  the  Philippines, 
in  excess  of  the  following  level  of  restraint: 

Category  12-month  level  of 

restraint ' 

331 . . .  568,011  doz.  prs. 

459 . .  74,425  lbs. 

638/639 . .  788,310  doz. 

640  .  90,343  doz. 


'The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to  reflect  any 
imports  after  December  31, 197& 

Textile  products  in  the  foregoing  categories 
which  have  been  exported  to  the  United 
States  prior  to  January  1, 1979  shall  not  be 
subject  to  this  directive. 

Textile  products  in  the  foregoing  categories 
which  have  been  released  from  the  custody 
of  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the 
provisions  of  19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  or 
1484(a)(1)(A)  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
directive  shall  not  be  denied  entry  under  this 
directive. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  4, 1978  (43  FR  884),  as  amended  on 
January  25, 1978  (43  FR  3421),  March  3. 1978 
(43  FR  8828),  June  22, 1978  (43  FR  26773), 
September  5, 1978  (43  FR  39408),  January  2, 
1979  (44  FR  94).  March  22. 1979  (44  FR  17545), 
and  April  12, 1979  (44  FR  21843). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  shall 
be  construed  to  include  entry  for 
consumption  into  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico. 


The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines  and  with  respect  to  imports  of 
cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
products  from  the  Philippines  have  been 
determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  the  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements.  ‘ 

(FR  Doc.  79-28284  FUed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3510-25-M 


CONSUMER -PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[Petition  No.  CP  78-7] 

Lawn  Trimmers  and  Edgers 

agency:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Denial  of  petition. 

summary:  The  Commission  denies  a 
petition  requesting  it  to  establish  a 
consumer  product  safety  rule  for  lawn 
trimmers  and  edgers  in  order  to  reduce 
the  risk  of  injury  from  objects  thrown  by 
trimmers  and  edgers.  The  Commission 
denies  the  petition  because  it  has 
insufficient  data  to  conclude  that  a 
mandatory  standard  is  necessary. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  F.  Kitzes,  Office  of  ftogram 
Management,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207 
(301-492-6557). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
10  of  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 
(CPSA),  15  U.S.C.  2059,  provides  that 
any  interested  person  may  petition  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 
(CPSC)  to  begin  a  proceeding  to  issue, 
amend,  or  revoke  a  consumer  product 
safety  standard  or  ban.  Section  10  also 
provides  that  if  the  Commission  denies 
such  a  petition,  it  shall  publish  its 
reasons  for  denial  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

On  November  3, 1977,  Gerald  L.  Price, 
Esq.,  petitioned  the  Commission  to  issue 
standards  for  gasoline  and  electric 
power  lawn  edgers  which  would  reduce 
the  risk  of  injury  from  objects  thrown  by 
these  devices  and  would  require 
warnings  or  instructions  for  the  user  to 
use  a  face  mask  or  goggles  when  using  a 
lawn  trimmer  or  edger.  Mr.  Price  had 
represented  a  man  who  was  hit  in  the 
eye  by  a  nail  propelled  by  an  edger.  The 
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petition  stated  that  the  blade  guard  on 
the  edger  was  inadequate  and  that  the 
products  are  not  provided  with  warnings 
or  instructions  for  the  user  to  wear  a 
face  mask  or  safety  goggles  when  using 
the  product 

In  analyzing  this  petition,  the 
Commission  considered  injury 
information,  economic  and  engineering 
data,  and  applicable  voluntary 
standards. 

These  products  have  a  rotating  metal 
blade.  If  the  blade  strikes  a  foreign 
object  such  as  a  stone,  nail,  or  piece  of 
wire,  the  object  may  be  forcefully 
propelled  by  the  impact  of  the  blade. 

The  Commission  has  9  investigation 
reports,  collected  over  the  last  five 
years,  of  injuries  incurred  when  lawn 
trimmer/edgers  threw  foreign  objects. 
Some  of  the  involved  edgers  might  be 
expected  to  have  a  reduced  risk  of 
throwing  foreign  objects  if  additional 
shielding  were  provided. 

Also,  the  Commission  receives  daily 
reports  of  consumer  product  related 
injuries  from  a  national  sample  of  119 
hospital  emergency  rooms.  Based  on 
data  from  these  hospitals,  the 
Commission  estimates  that  in  1977  about 
175  thrown  objects  injuries  associated 
with  all  powered  lawn  trimming  and 
edging  equipment  were  treated  in 
hospital  emergency  rooms. 

The  Commission’s  information 
indicates  that  about  200,000  electric  and 
gasoline  powered  trimmers,  edgers  and 
trimmer/edgers  of  the  type  for  which  the 
petitioner  has  sought  Commission  action 
are  produced  annually.  This  production 
has  declined  rapidly  in  the  last  few 
years  as  the  direct  result  of  the 
increased  sales  of  electric  filament  line 
type  trimmers. 

The  Commission  notes  that 
Underwriters  Laboratories  has  a 
voluntary  standard  (UL  82]  which 
incorporates  blade  guarding 
requirements  for  electric  trimmers, 
edgers.  and  trimmer/edgers.  This 
voluntary  industry  standard  addresses 
the  risk  of  injury  alleged  by  the 
petitioner  for  electric  devices,  which  are 
believed  to  represent  about  three- 
fourths  of  all  lawn  trimmers  and  edgers. 
Underwriters  Laboratories  and  the 
Outdoor  Power  Equipment  Institute 
have  indicated  their  willingness  to 
develop  a  voluntary  standard  applicable 
to  gas  power 'jd  trimmers  and  edgers. 

Conclusion 

Based  on  the  relatively  small  number 
of  injuries  caused  by  thrown  objects 
from  trimmers  and  edgers  and  the 
declining  production  of  these  products, 
and  after  considering  the  Conunission’s 
resources  available  for  rulemaking  for 
all  consumer  products,  the  Commission 


concludes  that  the  available  information 
is  insufficient  to  determine  that 
mandatory  requirements  for  lawn 
trimmers  and  edgers  are  resonably 
necessary.  Therefore,  the  Commission 
has  denied  the  petition. 

However,  the  Commission’s  staff 
intends  to  monitor  the  Underwriters 
Laboratories  and  the  Outdoor  Power 
Equipment  Institute  effort  to  develop  a 
voluntary  standard  for  gasoline  lawn 
trimmers  and  edgers. 

Copies  of  the  petition  and  the  staff  s 
briefing  package  to  the  Commission  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  1111 18th  Street,  N.W, 
Washington,  D.C.  20207. 

Dated:  September  5. 1979. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn. 

Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28143  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  63S5-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

Board  of  Visitors,  United  States 
Military  Academy;  Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a](2]  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(P.L.  92-463],  announcement  is  made  of 
the  following  meeting: 

Name  of  Committee:  Board  of  Visitors, 
United  States 

Dates  of  Meeting:  27 — 29  Sep  79 
Place  of  Meeting:  West  Point.  New  York 
Time:  At  West  Point:  2030-2230,  27  Sep. 
Organizational  Meeting,  Hotel  Thayer, 
0830-1400,  28  Sep,  Curriculum  Review 
(Cadet  Library];  1400-1700,  28  Sep, 
Board  Discussions  (Cadet  Library]; 
and  0800-1100,  29  Sep,  Briefing  by 
Commandant  and  Board  Discussions 
(Commandant’s  Conference  Room, 
Bldg.  745] 

Proposed  Agenda:  Inquiry  into  the 
curriculum  and  other  matters  relating 
to  the  Military  Academy  that  the 
Board  decides  to  consider. 

All  proceedings  are  open.  For  further 
information,  contact  LTC  Kermit  M. 
Henninger,  United  States  Military 
Academy,  West  Point.  New  York 
telephone  914-938-2785/4723. 

For  the  Board  of  Visitors. 

Kermit  M.  Henninger, 

LTC,  CS,  Executive  Secretary  1979  Board  of 
Visitors. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28142  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3710-0S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Analysis  of  Refiners’  No.  2  Distillate 
Costs  and  Revenues:  July  1976— 
December  1978;  Postponment  of 
Public  Hearing 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration;  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Postponement  of 
Public  Hearing. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  hereby  gives  notice  of  the 
postponement  of  the  public  hearing 
previously  set  forth  in  a  Notice  of  Public 
Hearing  issued  on  July  22, 1979  (44  FR 
43761,  July  26. 1979]. 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  has  secured  updated 
information  fixim  participating  refiners 
for  the  period  January  1979  through  June 
1979  and  will  shortly  issue  an  analysis 
of  refiners’  No.  2  distillate  costs  and 
revenues  since  deregulation  to  include 
that  period.  The  purpose  of  the 
postponement  is  to  provide  all 
participants  in  the  proceeding  with  the 
opportunity  to  review  the  updated 
analysis  prior  to  the  conduct  of  the 
hearing.  In  addition  to  the  issues  set 
forth  in  the  July  22  notice,  the  hearing 
will  be  expanded  to  include 
consideration  of  the  methodolgy  and 
conclusions  of  the  updated  analysis.  The 
hearing  originally  scheduled  for 
September  13, 1979,  is  hereby 
rescheduled  for  September  26, 1979. 
DATES:  Hearing  Date:  September  26, 

1979,  9:30  a.m.  Hearing  Location:  Room 
2105,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mrs.  Debra  Kidwell  (Public  Hearing 
Management).  2000  M  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202]  254-5201. 
William  Gillespie,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  2000  M  Street  NW,. 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  632-5140. 
William  Mayo  Lee  (Office  of  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Room  6A-127, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252-6754. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.. 

September  7, 1979. 

David  J.  Baidin, 

Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  , 

(FR  Doc  79-28361  Filed  9-10-79: 845  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Gas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service; 
Action  Taken  on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
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action:  Notice  of  Action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  August  28, 1979. 
Comments  by:  October  10, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O,  Bo^5228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235  [phone]  214/767- 
7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  28, 1979,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  Gas  Engine  and 
Compressor  Service  of  Longview,  Texas. 
Under  10  C.F.R.  205.1991(b),  a  Consent 
Order  which  involves  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalties  and  interest,  becomes  effective 
upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Gas  Engine  and 
Compressor  Service  wish  to 
expeditiously  resolve  this  matter  as 
agreed  and  to  avoid  delay  in  the 
payment  of  refunds,  the  DOE  has 
determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  make  the  Consent  Order  with 
Cas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service 
effective  as  of  the  date  of  its  execution 
by  the  DOE  and  Cas  Engine  and 
Compressor  Service. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Gas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service, 
with  its  home  office  in  Longview,  Texas, 
is  a  firm  engaged  in  the  production  of 
natural  gas  liquids,  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  C.F.R., 

Parts  210,  211,  212.  To  resolve  certain 
civil  actions  which  could  be  brought  by 
the  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  as 
a  result  of  its  audit  of  sales  of  NGL's,  the 
Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA,  and  Gas 
Engine  and  Compressor  Service  entered 
into  a  Consent  Order,  the  significant 
terms  of  which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  period  covered  by  the  audit 
was  September  1973  through  December 
1976,  and  it  included  all  sales  of  a  mixed 


NGL  stream  to  Wanda  Petroleum  and 
Martin  Gas  Sales  Company. 

2.  Gas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service 
improperly  applied  the  provisions  of  6 
C.F.R.,  Part  150,  Subpart  L,  and  10  C.F.R., 
Part  212,  Subparts  E  and  K,  when 
determining  the  prices  to  be  charged  for 
its  NGL’s,  and  as  a  consequence  the 
above  firms  were  overcharged  on  some 
of  their  purchases. 

3.  Gas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service 
agrees  to  refund  to  the  DOE  $51,400, 
including  interest  and  penalty,  within  30 
days  of  the  effective  date  of  this 
Consent  Order,  August  28, 1979. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  C.F.R.  205.199), 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Gas  Engine  and 
Compressor  Service  agrees  to  refund,  in 
full  settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  arising  out  of  the  transactions 
specified  in  1, 1,  above,  the  sum  of 
$51,400  within  30  days  of  the  effective 
date  of  the  Consent  Order.  Refunded 
overcharges  will  be  in  the  form  of  a 
certified  check  made  payable  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Energy  and 
will  be  delivered  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Enforcement,  ERA. 
These  funds  will  remain  in  a  suitable 
account  pending  the  determination  of 
their  proper  disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
“persons”  (as  defined  at  10  C.F.R.  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  C.F.R.  211.67. 
In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  C.F.R.  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 


amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claims  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comment  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to  Wayne 
I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O,  Box  34228, 
Dallas,  Texas.  You  may  obtain  a  free 
copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by  writing  to 
the  same  address  or  by  calling  214/767- 
7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  "Comments  on  Gas  Engine 
and  Compressor  Service  Consent 
Order.”  We  will  consider  all  comments 
we  receive  by  4:30  p.m.  local  time,  on 
October  10, 1979.  You  should  identify 
any  information  or  data  which,  in  your 
opinion,  is  confidential  and  submit  it  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  10 

C.F.R.  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  28th  day  of 
August  1979. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement,  South  west 
District  Office,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  28148  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[ERA  Case  No.  65003-9033-01-77;  Docket 
No.  ERA-FC-79-002] 

Swift  Creek  Unit  S/N  99726, 

Occidental  Chemical  Co. 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Determination  to  Classify  the 
Occidental  Chemical  Company  Swift 
Creek  Installation  as  an  Existing 
Facility. 

summary:  On  April  26, 1979,  Occidental 
Chemical  Company  (Occidental) 
requested  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  to  classify  its  Swift 
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Creek  Chemical  Complex  boiler  as  an 
existing  facility  pursuant  to  §  515.13  of 
the  Revised  Interim  Rule  to  Permit 
Classification  of  Certain  Powerplants 
and  Installations  as  Existing  Facilities 
(Revised  Interim  Rule)  issued  by  ERA  on 
March  15. 1979.  (44  FR  17464)  and 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978.  42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.  (FUA). 

ERA  has  completed  its  analysis  of 
Occidental’s  request  and  has 
determined  that  Occidental  has 
satisfactorily  demonstrated  that  it 
would  suffer  a  significant  operational 
detriment  under  the  criteria  prescribed 
in  §  515.13(b)  of  the  Revised  Interim 
Rule. 

ERA  has  determined  that  Occidental’s 
Swift  Creek  Unit  S/N  99726  is  an 
“existing”  facility  and  is  therefore 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  Title  III  of 
FUA. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  L  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information).  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 

2000  M  Street.  NW..  Room  B-110, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Telephone:  (202) 
634-2170. 

Constance  L.  Buckley,  Chief.  New  MFBl 
Branch.  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  of  Energy,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Room  3128,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
Telephone:  (202)  254-7814. 

G.  Randolph  Comstock,  Deputy  Counsel  for 
Coal  Regulations,  OBice  of  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy,  1200 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Room  7134. 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Telephone:  (202) 
633-8820. 

Robert  L.  Davies,  Acting  Assistant, 
Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion. 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  of  Energy.  2000  M  Street,  N’W.. 
Room  3128-L,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
Telephone:  (202)  254-7442. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

(1)  On  April  26. 1979,  pursuant  to 
era’s  Revised  Interim  Rule  to  Permit 
Classification  of  Certain  Powerplants 
and  Installations  as  Existing  Facilities 
issued  by  ERA  on  March  15, 1979, 
Occidental  requested  ERA  to  classify 
Occidental’s  Swift  Creek  boiler  S/N 
99726  as  an  “existing”  facility.  A 
conference  was  held  on  April  26. 1979, 
at  Occidental’s  request.  On  July  20, 1979. 
ERA  published  a  summary  of 
Occidental’s  request  for  classification  in 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  42758)  and 
requested  comments  by  interested 
persons  on  or  before  August  13, 1979.  No 
comments  were  received  other  than 
minor  corrections  of  the  notice 
information  furnished  by  Occidental. 

(2)  A  copy  of  ERA’S  Summary  of 
Analysis  relating  to  Significant 
Operational  Detriment  is  available  for 


examination  in  the  Office  of  Public 
Information,  at  the  above  address. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  September  4. 
1979. 

Robert  L.  Davies. 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Fuels  Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28150  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Tom  Davis  and  Charles  Forbes,  d.b.a. 
Davis  &  Forbes;  Proposed  Remedial 
Order 

Pursuant  to  10  C.F.R.  §  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Tom  Davis  and  Charles  Forbes  d/b/a — 
Davis  &  Forbes,  P.O.  Box  354, 
Hebbronville.  Texas  78361.  This 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  charges  Davis 
&  Forbes  with  pricing  violations  in  the 
amount  of  $599,382.43,  connected  with 
the  sale  of  domestic  crude  oil  during  the 
time  period  November  1, 1973,  through 
April  30,  1978,  in  the  State  of  Texas. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas, 
Texas  75235,  phone  [214/767-7745]. 
Within  15  days  of  publication  of  this 
notice,  any  aggrieved  person  may  file  a 
Notice  of  Objection  with  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in 
accordance  with  10  C.F.R.  §  205.193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  27th  day  of 
August  1979. 

Herbert  F.  Buchanan, 

Deputy  District  Manager  of  Enforcement, 
Southwest  District. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28149  Filed  9-10-79. 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc.;  Action 
Taken  on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 


dates:  Elective  date:  August  28. 1979. 
Comments  by:  October  11, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy.  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  1.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235  (phone)  214/767- 
7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  28, 1979,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  Liquid  Products 
Recovery,  Inc.  of  Houston.  Texas.  Under 
10  CFR  205.199j(b),  a  Consent  Order 
which  involves  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalties  and  interest  becomes  effective 
upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Liquid  Products 
Recovery,  Inc.  wish  to  expeditiously 
resolve  this  matter  as  agreed  and  to 
avoid  delay  in  the  payment  of  refunds, 
the  DOE  had  determined  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  make  the  Consent 
Order  with  Liquid  Products  Recovery. 
Inc.  effective  as  of  the  date  of  its 
execution  by  the  DOE  and  Liquid 
Products  Recovery,  Inc. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc,,  with 
its  home  office  in  Houston,  Texas,  is  a 
firm  engaged  in  the  production  and  sale 
of  natural  gas  liquids  and  a  natural  gas 
liquid  product,  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts 
210,  211,  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  sales  of  MGL’s  and  the  NGL 
product,  the  Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA. 
and  Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc. 
entered  into  a  Consent  Order,  the 
significant  terms  of  which  are  as 
■follows: 

1.  The  period  covered  by  the  audit 
was  September  1973  through  July  1976, 
and  it  included  all  sales  of  a  mixed  NGL 
stream  primarily  to  Wanda  Petroleum 
and  sales  of  a  natural  gas  liquid  product 
to  various  customers. 

2.  Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc. 
improperly  applied  the  provisions  of  6 
era  Part  150,  Subpart  L,  and  10  CFR 
Part  212,  Subparts  E  and  K,  when 
determining  the  prices  to  be  charged  for 
its  NGL  and  NGL  product,  and  as  a 
consequence  overcharged  certain  of  its 
customers  on  some  of  their  purchases. 

3.  Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc. 
agrees  to  refund  to  the  DOE  ^2,500, 
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including  interest  and  penalty.  Of  this 
amount,  $5,208.33  will  be  refunded  on 
October  1. 1979.  The  remaining  amount 
will  be  refunded  as  11  payments  of 
$5,208.33  each,  due  the  first  day  of  each 
month  thereafter  until  the  full  amount  is 
paid. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Liquid  Products 
Recovery,  Inc.  agrees  to  refund,  in  full 
settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement. 
ERA,  arising  out  of  the  transactions 
specified  in  1. 1.  above,  the  sum  of 
$62,500  in  the  manner  specified  in  I.  3. 
above.  Refunded  ovecharges  will  be  in 
the  form  of  certified  checks  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
"persons"  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry's  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 
in  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants.  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  ail  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 


identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
claims  may  be  established.  Failure  by  a 
person  to  provide  written  notification  of 
a  potential  claim  within  the  comment 
period  for  this  Notice  may  result  in  the 
DOE  irrevocably  disbursing  the  funds  to 
other  claimants  or  to  the  general  public 
interest. 

B.  Other  Comments.  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to  Wayne 

I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas.  You  may  obtain  a  free 
copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by  writing  to 
the  same  address  or  by  calling  214/767- 
7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Liquid 
Products  Recovery,  Inc.,  Consent 
Order."  We  will  consider  all  comments 
we  receive  by  4:30  p.m.  local  time,  on 
October  11, 1979.  You  should  identfiy 
any  information  or  data  which,  in  your 
opinion,  is  confidential  and  submit  it  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  10 

C.F.R.  205.9(f). 

issued  in  Dallas.  Texas  on  the  29th  day  of 
August  1979. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement,  Southwest 
District  Office,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|KR  Doc.  79-28283  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc.;  Action 
Taken  on  Consent  Order 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order, 


summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  August  13, 1979. 
Comments  by:  October  11, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 


Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235-{phone]  214/767- 
7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  13, 1979,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  Perry  Gas 
Processors,  Inc.  of  Odessa,  Texas.  Under 
10  C.F.R  205.199) (b),  a  Consent  Order 
which  involves  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalties  and  interest,  becomes  effective 
upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Perry  Gas 
Processors,  Inc.  wish  to  expeditiously 
resolve  this  matter  as  agreed  and  to 
avoid  delay  in  the  payment  of  refunds, 
the  DOE  has  determined  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  make  the  Consent 
Order  with  Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc. 
effective  as  of  the  date  of  its  execution 
by  the  DOE  and  Perry  Gas  Processors, 
Inc. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc.,  with  its 
home  office  in  Odessa.  Texas,  is  a  firm 
engaged  in  the  production  and  sale  of 
natural  gasoline  and  plant  condensate, 
and  is  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts  210,  211, 

212.  To  resolve  certain  civil  actions 
which  could  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  and  Perry  Gas 
Processors,  Inc.  entered  into  a  Consent 
Order,  the  significant  terms  of  which  are 
as  follows: 

1.  The  period  covered  by  the  audit 
was  September  1973  through  August 
1975,  and  it  included  all  sales  of  the 
natural  gas  liquid  product — natural 
gasoline,  to  Shell  Oil  Company  and  all 
sales  of  condensate  to  Tesoro  Crude  Oil 
Company,  and  the  permian  Corporation. 

2.  Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc, 
improperly  applied  the  provisions  of  6 
CFR  Part  150,  Subpart  C  and  10  C.F.R., 
Part  212,  Subparts  D.  E,  and  K,  when 
determining  the  prices  to  be  charged  for 
its  NGL  product  and  condensate  and,  as 
a  consequence,  the  above  firms  were 
overcharged  on  some  of  their  purchases. 

3.  Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc,  agrees  to 
refund  to  the  DOE  $38,000  within  30 
days  of  the  effective  date  of  the  Consent 
Order,  August  13, 1979. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J. 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 
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II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order.  Perry  Gas 
Processors,  Inc.  agrees  to  refund,  in  full 
settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  enforcement, 
ERA,  arising  out  of  the  transactions 
specified  in  1. 1  above,  the  sum  of 
$38,000  within  30  days  of  the  effective 
date  of  the  Consent  Order,  Refunded 
overcharges  will  be  in  the  form  of  a 
certified  check  made  payable  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Energy  and 
will  be  delivered  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Enforcement,  ERA. 
These  funds  will  remain  in  a  suitable 
account  pending  the  determination  of 
their  proper  disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
“persons”  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67.  In 
fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  ail  or  a  portion  of  the  refunds 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 


terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to  Wayne 
I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas.  You  may  obtain  a  free 
copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by  writing  to 
the  same  address  or  by  calling  214/767- 
7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Perry  Gas 
Processors,  Inc.  Consent  Order.”  We 
will  consider  all  comments  we  receive 
by  4:30  p.m.  local  time,  on  October  11, 
1979.  You  should  identify  any 
information  or  data  which,  in  your 
opinion,  is  confidential  and  submit  it  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  10 
CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  31st  day  of 
August  1979. 

Wayne  1.  Tucker, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement,  Southwest 
District  Office,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration, 

|FR  Doc.  79-28282  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  .im| 

BILLING  CODE  64SO-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  ER79-619] 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co.;  Filing  of 
Service  Schedule  to  Power 
Coordination  Agreement 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  24, 1979, 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company  (APS) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Service  Schedule  J 
of  the  Power  Coordination  Agreement 
between  APS  and  Tucson  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  (TG&E).  The  Coordination 
Agreement  is  APS  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  32.  The  filing  was  made  pursuant  to 
§  35.12  since  the  filing  represents  a  new 
service.  Early  approval  and  waiver  of 
Section  35,3  is  requested  by  TG&E  as 
construction  is  required  for  performance 
of  this  Service  Schedule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  sould  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  Protests  will  be  September  25.1979, 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 


determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  79-28258  Filed  9-10-79;  8;45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP74-61  (PGA79-2);  RP79-53 
(LFUTA79-2)1 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.;  Filing  of 
Revised  Tariff  Sheet  Reflecting 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  and 
Louisiana  First  Use  Tax  Adjustment 

September  5, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  29, 1979 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Arkla)  tendered  for  filing  20th  Revised 
Sheet  No,  4  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Rate  Schedule 
No.  G-2,  to  become  effective  October  1, 
1979. 

Arkla  states  that  the  purpose  of  20th 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  is  to  track  producer 
and  pipeline  supplier  price  changes  as  of 
October  1, 1979  and  to  recover  the 
accumulated  deferred  purchased  gas 
costs  as  of  June  30, 1979,  through  unit 
rate  adjustments  computed  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  Arkla’s  purchased  gas  cost 
adjustment  clause.  Said  tariff  sheet  also 
reflects  a  revision  in  the  Louisiana  First 
Use  Tax  for  the  six  month  period 
beginning  October  1, 1979  computed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Arkla’s  Louisiana  First  Use  Tax  Clause 
contained  in  its  Rate  Schedule  No.  G-2. 

Arkla  also  states  that  copies  of  the 
revised  tariff  sheet  and  supporting  data 
are  being  mailed  to  Arkla’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  other 
interested  parties  affected  by  this  tariff 
change. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  Petition 
to  Intervene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C,  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or.  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
21, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  Petition  to 
Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  177  /  Tuesday.  September  11.  1979  /  Notices 


'  52865 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(KR  Doc,  79-28257  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-626] 

Boston  Edison  Co.;  Proposed  Rate 
Schedule  Change 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  28. 1979 
Boston  Edison  Company  ("Edison”) 
tendered  for  filing  one  revised  Exhibit  A 
and  four  supplemental  Exhibit  A’s  to  a 
Service  Agreement  for  the  Town  of 
Reading,  Massachusetts,  under  its  FERC 
Electric  Tariff.  Original  Volume  No.  Ill, 
Non-Firm  Transmission  Service  ("the 
Tariff).  The  Exhibit  A’s  specify  the 
amount  and  duration  of  transmission 
service  required  by  Reading  under  the 
Tariff. 

Edison  requests  an  effective  date  for 
the  Exhibit  A’s  of  November  1. 1979,  the 
date  on  which  service  commences. 

Edison  states  that  it  has  served  the 
filing  on  the  Town  of  Reading  and  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Public 
Utilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8. 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
25, 1979,  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28258  Filed  9-10-79:  8:43  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP79-20S] 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.; 
Amendment 

August  31, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  14, 1979, 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
(CIG),  P.O.  Box  1087,  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado  60944,  filed  in  Docket  No. 


CP79-205  an  amendment  to  its  pending 
application  filed  in  said  docket  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  to  provide  for  the  exchange, 
on  a  gas-for-gas  basis,  of  natural  gas 
delivered  by  CIG  to  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Natural) 
and  gas  delivered  by  Natural  to  CIG,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  amendment 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

CIG  requested  authorization  in  the 
pending  application  in  Docket  No.  CP79- 
205  for  the  transportation  and  exchange 
of  gas  with  Natural  pursuant  to  a 
twenty-year  gas  transportation  and 
exchange  agreement  dated  December  29, 
1978.  The  transportation  and  exchange 
would  initially  be  from  certain  sources 
of  supply  set  forth  in  the  agreement.  CIG 
also  requested  authorization  for  the 
transportation  of  gas  on  a  systemwide 
basis  from  any  sources  of  supply  the 
acquiring  party  may  develop  or  acquire 
in  proximity  to  the  other  party’s  existing 
or  future  pipeline  system  and  that  the 
parties  mutually  agree  to  connect  by 
revision  of  Exhibit  A  of  the  agreement. 
Each  party  would  pay  the  appropriate 
average  system  transportation  fee  for  all 
gas  transported. 

By  the  instant  filing,  CIG  proposes  to 
amend  its  application  to  apply  a 
transportation  charge  only  to  “Net 
Delivery  Volumes;”  that  is,  volumes  of 
gas  in  excess  of  thermally  equivalent 
exchange  volumes  between  Natural’s 
Amarillo  system  and  CIG’s  system.  The 
appropriate  transportation  charge  would 
be  assessed  for  any  gas  delivered  by 
CIG  to  Natural’s  Gulf  Goast  system. 
Further,  Natural’s  offshore  facilities 
have  been  excluded  from  the  agreemeni 
pursuant  to  this  amendment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  should  on  or  before 
September  18, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  All  persons 


who  have  heretofore  filed  need  not  file 
again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28259  Filed  9-10-79;  8.45  a(n| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP79-59] 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Revised 
Changes  in  Rates 

September  5, 1979 

Take  notice  that  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company  (CIG)  on  August  31, 1979, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
Nos.  1  and  2. 

The  purpose  of  the  filing  is  to  comply 
with  the  directive  stated  in  ordering 
Paragraph  (E)  of  the  Commission’s 
Order  of  May  1, 1979,  requiring  CIG  (1) 
to  eliminate  from  Docket  No.  RP79-59  all 
costs  associated  with  facilities  which 
have  not  been  certificated  and  placed  in 
service  by  September  30, 1979,  and  (2)  to 
reflect  in  Docket  No.  RP79-59  the  actual 
balances  of  advance  payments  in 
Account  166  as  of  September  30, 1979. 

As  a  result  of  this  filing,  the 
jurisdictional  cost  of  service  in  Docket 
No.  RP79-59  will  be  reduced  by 
approximately  $.7  million. 

Replacement  Substitute  Fourth 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  7  and  8  are  proposed 
to  be  substituted  for  and  to  replace 
Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  7 
and  8,  as  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
August  15, 1979,  in  Docket  No.  RP72-122 
(PGA79-2).  CIG  requests  that 
Replacement  Substitute  Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  7  and  8  be  made  effective  as 
of  October  1, 1979,  the  date  previously 
provided  for  in  Docket  No.  RP79-59. 

Replacement  Second  Revised  Sheet 
Nos.  187,  251,  and  330,  reflecting  the 
adjusted  transportation  rates  contained 
in  Rate  Schedules  X-14,  X-19,  and  X-25, 
were  also  tendered  for  filing  with  a 
requested  effective  date  of  October  1, 
1979. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
upon  the  Company’s  jurisdictional 
customers  and  upon  interested  bodies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
21, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
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the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FB  Doc.  79-28260  Filed  9-19-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOC  6450-01-M 

[Docket  No.  SA79-15] 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Request 
for  Adjustment  of  Final  Regulations 
Implementing  Section  401  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 

August  28, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  8, 1979, 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
(CIG),  filed  in  Docket  No.  SA79-15,  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  1.41  of 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  (Commission)  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.41) 
requesting  that  the  Commission’s 
Director,  Office  of  Producer  and  Pipeline 
Regulation  issue  an  order  extending  by 
one  year  the  time  in  which  CIG  must  file 
tariff  sheets  and  supporting  materials  in 
accordance  with  Section  281.204  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  and  also 
requests  the  Commission  construe  CIG’s 
Motion  For  Extension  of  Time  filed  on 
July  24, 1979  in  Docket  No.  RM79-15  as  a 
part  of  the  instant  request,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Section  281.204  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  requires  the  filing  of  tariff 
sheets  regarding  curtailment  plans,  the 
filing  of  indices  of  entitlements 
regarding  high-priority  and  essential 
agricultural  users,  the  attribution  of 
natural  gas,  and  the  establishment  of  a 
Data  Verification  Committee.  CIG  states 
it  has  diligently  attempted  to  comply 
with  Order  No.  29.  CIG  also  states  that 
its  present  curtailment  plan  does  not  call 
for  the  collection  of  end-use  data  and 
that  CIG’s  customers  have  responded 
saying  they  require  more  time  to  supply 
the  data  in  response  to  Order  No.  29. 

CIG  further  alleges  that  its  April  1979 
Form  16  projects  no  firm  curtailment 
over  the  next  winter  heating  season.  If 
granted  the  one  year  extension  CIG 
states  it  will  continue  to  pursue  the 
formulation  of  a  curtailment  plan  which 
is  acceptable  to  it,  its  customers  and  in 
compliance  with  Order  No.  29.  CIG 
states  it  believes  such  a  plan  would 
likely  avoid  the  hearings  or  other  formal 
proceedings  which  could  result  if  GIG 
were  required  to  file  an  Order  No.  29 
plan  by  October  1, 1979. 


Any  person  desiring  to  participate  in 
this  adjustment  proceeding  shall  file 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E„  Washington,  D  C.  20426,  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  1.41  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.41).  All  petitions  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  26, 1979. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  79-28261  Filed  9-10-79. 8:45  ani| 

BILUNG  CODE  64S(H)1-M 


[Docket  Nos.  CP71-68,  et  al.;  RP79-73; 
RP79-72] 

Columbia  LNG  Corp.,  et  al., 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Tariff  Sheet 
Filing 

September  4, 1979 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Southern)  on  August  27, 
1979,  tendered  for  the  filing  a  tariff  sheet 
to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  in  compliance  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  (Commission)  Suspension 
Order  of  June  29, 1979  in  the  above- 
captioned  dockets. 

Southern  states  that  the  rate  change 
reflects  an  increase  in  the  cost  of 
purchasing  regasified  LNG  from 
Southern  Energy  Company  as  a  result  of 
the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration’s  Order  of  August  22, 
1979  in  ERA  Docket  No.  79-14-LNG 
Approving  in  Part  an  Application  for 
Amendments  to  Import  Authorization 
and  for  Interim  Relief,  and  Granting 
Intervention. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Southern’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  interested  state  public  service 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
18, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  Hie 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28244  Filed  9-10-79, 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 

[Docket  No.  ER79-6221 

The  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Co.; 
Amendment  to  Purchase  Agreement 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  27, 1979, 

The  Connecticut  Light  and  Power 
Company  (CL&P)  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  Amendment  to  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Various  Gas 
Turbine  Units  (I)  (Amendment)  dated 
May  1, 1977  between  (1)  CL&P,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
(HELCO)  and  Western  Massachusetts 
Electric  Company  (WMECO),  and  (2) 
Vermont  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

(VEC). 

CL&P  states  that  the  Amendment 
provides  for  an  increase  in  Purchase 
Percentages  to  be  purchased  by  VEC  for 
the  periods  from  November  1, 1979  to 
October  31, 1982. 

CL&P  requests  that,  in  order  to  permit 
VEC  to  receive  the  needed  additional 
capacity  and  energy  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment  and  to  allow 
WMECO  to  receive  payment  for  such 
capacity  and  energy  permit  the 
Amendment  filed  to  become  effective  on 
November  1, 1979 

HELCO  and  WMECO  have  filed 
certificates  of  concurrence  in  this 
docket. 

CL&P  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  CL&P,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  HELCO, 
Hartford.  Connecticut,  WMECO,  West 
Springfield,  Massachusetts  and  VEC, 
Johnson,  Vermont. 

CL&P  also  states  that  no  facilities  are 
to  be  installed  or  modified  in  order  to 
supply  the  service  to  be  furnished  under 
the  Amendment. 

CL&P  further  states  that  the  filing  is  in 
accordance  with  part  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedures  (18  CFRl.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  25, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 


52867 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  177  /  Tuesday.  September  11.  1979  /  Notices 


determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Uoc.  79-28262  Filed  9-16-79:  6:43  umj 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


(Docket  No.  ER79-6201 
Consumers  Power  Co.;  Filing 
September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Consumers  Power 
Company  on  August  27, 1979  tendered 
for  filing  a  Service  Agreement  for 
Wholesale  for  Resale  Electric  Service, 
dated  August  8. 1979,  between 
Consumers  Power  Company 
("Consumers  Power”)  and  the  City  of 
Charlevoix,  Michigan  (“Charlevoix"). 

The  Service  Agreement  became 
effective  on  August  8, 1979  and  on  that 
date  supplanted  a  prior  contract 
between  the  two  parties,  dated 
September  30, 1975,  designated 
Consumers  Power  Company  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  Electric  Tariff  Original 
Volume  No.  1.  The  initial  term  of  the 
Service  Agreement  is  three  years  from 
and  after  the  effective  date. 

Consumers  Power  states  that  the  new 
contract  is  necessitated  by  a  request 
from  Charlevoix  to  Consumers  Power  to 
provide  a  capacity  reservation  increase 
from  7,000  kW  to  8,600  kW,  which 
increase  required  modifications  in 
Consumers  Power's  existing  Charlevoix 
Substation. 

Consumers  Power  states  that  the 
initial  rates  and  charges  under  the 
Service  Agreement  are  those  presently 
in  effect  for  service  to  its  wholesale 
jurisdictional  customer  class. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  Agreement  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  by 
or  before  September  25, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 


of  said  Agreement  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  79-28263  Filed  9-t0-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP74-1261 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Petition  to 
Amend 

August  31.  1979 

Take  notice  that  on  July  19, 1979,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso), 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso.  Texas  79978, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-126,  a  petition 
to  amend  the  order  of  April  2, 1975  ' 
issuing  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  in  the  instant 
docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  authorizing  the 
establishment  of  certain  new  exchange 
and  balancing  points  between  El  Paso 
and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
for  public  inspection. 

El  Paso  and  Natural  are  authorized  to 
exchange  natural  gas  in  quantities  of  up 
to  65,000  Mcf  per  day,  pursuant  to  the 
order  of  April  2. 1975. 

El  Paso  states  that  it  has  been  advised 
by  Natural  that  Natural  has  acquired 
additional  natural  gas  supplies  in  Lea 
and  Eddy  Counties.  New  Mexico,  which 
Natural  would  cause  to  be  delivered  to 
El  Paso  under  an  existing  exchange 
arrangement.  Such  additional  natural 
gas  supplies  are  situated  in  close 
proximity  to  El  Paso's  existing  gathering 
systems  located  in  Lea  and  Eddy 
Counties,  New  Mexico. 

In  addition,  El  Paso  has  advised 
Natural  that  El  Paso  has  natural  gas 
available  in  Roosevelt  County,  New 
Mexico,  and  Washita  County. 
Oklahoma,  which  it  would  cause  to  be 
delivered  to  Natural  under  the  existing 
exchange  arrangement.  Such  natural  gas 
is  located  in  close  proximity  to  Natural’s 
existing  gathering  systems  located  in 
Roosevelt  County.  New  Mexico,  and 
Washita  County.  Oklahoma, 

The  petition  further  indicated  that  in 
order  that  Natural  and  El  Paso  may  each 
obtain  the  additional  volumes  of  natural 
gas  available  to  them  for  use  on  their 
respective  systems.  El  Paso  and  natural 
have  executed  amendatory  agreement 
No.  12,  dated  June  22. 1979,  amending 
the  gas  exchange  agreement  dated 
September  24, 1973,  to  provide  for,  inter 


'  This  proceeding  was  commenced  before  the 
FPC.  By  joint  regulation  of  October  1, 1977  (10  CFR 
1000.1),  it  was  transferred  to  the  FERC. 


alia,  certain  new  exchange  arrangement 
and  balancing  points  under  the 
authorized  exchange  arrangement  and 
to  establish  on  area  of  interest  for  future 
exchange  deliveries.  The  proposed 
additional  exchange  points  are 
identified  as  the  Lea  No.  5  Exchange 
Point,  the  Lea  No.  6  Exchange  Point,  the 
Eddy  No.  8  Exchange  Point  and  the  Eddy 
No.  9  Exchange  Point.  Deliveries  of 
natural  gas  to  El  Paso  for  Natural’s 
account  at  such  exchange  points  would 
be  commingled  with  natural  gas 
purchased  by  El  Paso  and  delivered  into 
El  Paso’s  existing  gathering  system 
through  common  measurement  facilities 
installed,  owned  and  operated  by  El 
Paso;  therefore,  no  additional  facilities 
would  be  required  by  Natural  at  such 
exchange  points,  the  petition  further 
asserts. 

Further,  Natural  and  El  Paso  have 
utilized  an  existing  authorized  point  of 
interconnection  between  their 
respective  pipeline  systems  located  in 
Reeves  County,  Texas  (Worsham 
Exchange  Point),  as  an  alternate 
exchange  balancing  point  and  as  a  point 
of  delivery  by  Natural  to  El  Paso  of  gas 
produced  from  the  Warwink  and 
Caprito  fields.  El  Paso  has  advised 
Natural  that  the  quantities  of  gas 
received  at  such  point  require  treating 
and,  as  a  result,  a  charge  for  such 
service  has  been  porvided  for  in  said 
amendatory  agreement.  Natural  has 
agreed  to  pay  El  Paso  3.64  cents  per  Mcf 
for  the  cost  of  treating  the  volumes  of 
natural  gas  delivered  by  natural  at  the 
Worsham  Exchange  Point.  Natural 
would  operate  and  maintain  the  existing 
measurement  facilities  at  such  point; 
and  no  additional  facilities  required. 

Said  amendatory  agreement  also 
provides  that,  subject  to  the  mutual 
agreement  of  the  parties.  El  Paso  would 
cause  the  delivery  of  exchange  gas  for 
its  account  to  Natural  at  a  new 
exchange  point  at  the  inlet  of  Natural’s 
existing  delivery  and  measurement 
facilities  located  at  the  outlet  of  Cities 
Service  Gas  Company’s  Bluitt  Gasoline 
Plant  in  Roosevelt  County,  New  Mexico. 
The  quantities  delivered  at  that 
exchange  point  would  be  those 
quantities  in  excess  of  the  natural  gas 
delivered  by  El  Paso  to  Natural  under  a 
gas  transportation  agreement  dated 
August  25, 1975,  between  El  Paso  and 
Natural.  The  exchange  point  is 
identified  as  the  Roosevelt  Exchange 
Point. 

An  additional  new  exchange  delivery 
point,  where  El  Paso  would  deliver,  or 
cause  the  delivery  of  exchange  gas  for 
its  account  to  Natural,  is  the  Enserch- 
Bragg  No.  1  well  located  in  Washita 
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County,  Oklahoma  (Washita  Exchange 
Point). 

The  amendatory  agreement  provides 
for  the  deletion  of  the  Worsham 
Exchange  point  as  a  balancing  point.  If 
balancing  of  exchange  gas  cannot  be 
achieved  between  the  parties  at  the 
existing  and  proposed  exchange  points, 
El  Paso  and  Natural  have  agreed  that 
deliveries  of  natural  gas  volumes 
necessary  to  achieve  such  balance 
would  be  made  by  the  owing  party  to 
the  other  at  either  or  both  of  the  existing 
points  of  interconnection  between  the 
pipeline  systems  of  El  Paso  and  Natural 
located  in  Ward  County,  Texas 
(Lockridge  Exchange  Point)  and  in  Lea 
County,  New  Mexico  (Jal  Exchange 
Point). 

El  Point  further  requests  authorization 
for  the  exchange  of  natural  gas  from 
additional  exchange  points  which  may 
be  attached  to  the  respective  gathering 
systems  of  each  party  as  the  natural  gas 
at  such  exchange  points  becomes 
available  to  El  Paso  and  Natural  in  the 
area  of  interest  identified  in  said 
amendatory  agreement  and,  further,  the 
addition  of  such  balancing  points  as 
may  be  required  to  keep  the  volumes  of 
exchange  gas  in  balance  during  the  term 
of  the  arrangement.  In  addition,  El  Paso 
requests  blanket  authorization  for  the 
deletion  of  exchange  points  and/or 
balancing  points  from  the  exchange 
arrangement,  as  may  be  mutually  agreed 
to  from  time  to  time  by  El  Paso  and 
Natural. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
September  18. 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission's  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28264  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-155  and  RP79-12] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Proposed 
Change  In  Rate  Pursuant  to  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Adjustments 

September  5. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  31. 1979,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  ("El  Paso") 
tendered  for  filing  a  notice  of  change  in 
rates  for  jurisdictional  gas  service 
rendered  to  customers  served  by  its 
interstate  gas  transmission  system.  Such 
service  is  rendered  under  rate  schedules 
affected  by  and  subject  to  Article  19. 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment 
Provision  ("PGAC"),  contained  in  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions 
applicable  to  El  Paso's  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  2  and  Original  Volume  No. 
2A,  and  under  rate  schedules  affected 
by  and  subject  to  the  PGAC — Clean 
High  Pressure  Gas  Provision  ("PGAC- 
CHPG")  contained  in  El  Paso's  FERC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2A. 

El  Paso  states  that  the  instant  notice 
of  change  in  rates  occasioned  by  the 
PGAC  and  PGAC-CHPG  provisions  will 
compensate  El  Paso  for  (i)  changes  in 
the  cost  of  purchased  gas  (including 
certain  gas  produced  by  El  Paso  which 
is  priced  for  rate  purposes  on  an  area 
rate  basis)  to  be  in  effect  on  or  before 
October  1, 1979,  applied  to  volume  of 
natural  gas  purchased  (or  produced) 
during  the  calendar  month  of  June  1979, 
adjusted  and  annualized,  and  (ii) 
changes  in  the  surcharge  adjustment 
resulting  from  the  actual  balance  in  El 
Paso's  Account  191,  Unrecovered 
Purchased  Gas  Cost,  as  of  June  30, 1979, 
including  the  applicable  carrying 
charges.  El  Paso  further  states  that  the 
instant  notice  of  change  in  rates 
includes  adjustments  attributable  to  (i) 
advance  payments,  (ii)  transportation 
costs  and  (iii)  gas  well  royalty  costs, 
pursuant  to  the  adjustment  mechanisms 
designed  to  track  such  costs  provided 
for  in  El  Paso’s  Stipulation  and 
Agreement  dated  June  23, 1978,  at 
Docket  No.  RP78-18,  which  were 
subsequently  extended  and  modified  by 
similar  provisions  contained  in  El  Paso’s 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  dated  May 
31, 1979,  at  Docket  No.  RP79-12.’  An 
adjustment  necessary  to  track 
production  tax  costs,  as  provided  for  in 
the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  at  Docket 
No.  RF79-12  has  also  been  included  in 
the  derivation  in  the  change  of  rates 
provided  for  herein. 

It  is  stated  that  the  overall  net 
increase  in  El  Paso’s  rates  for  which 

'  Said  stipulation  and  Agreements  were  accepted 
and  approved  by  the  Commission's  letter  orders 
dated  ^ptember  5. 1978.  at  Docket  No.  RP78-18  and 
|uly  20, 1979,  at  Docket  No.  RP79-12. 


notice  is  given  is  3.764  per  Mcf  as  to  its 
east-of-Califomia  ("EOC”)  customers 
and  11.954  per  Mcf  as  to  its.California 
customers. 

The  currrent  net  PGAC  adjustment 
proposed  for  El  Paso’s  EOC  customers 
and  the  California  customers  are  9.634 
per  Mcf  and  17.824  per  Mcf, 
respectively.  Such  net  PGAC 
adjustments  are  comprised  of  (i)  a 
purchased  gas  cost  adjustment,  (ii)  the 
unrecovered  purchased  gas  cost  balance 
in  Account  191,  as  of  June  30, 1979, 
applicable  to  each  of  said  customer 
categories,  and  (iii)  elimination  of  the 
PGAC  surcharge  adjustments  applicable 
to  the  EOC  and  California  customers, 
respectively,  presently  included  in  El 
Paso’s  rates. 

El  Paso  states  that  the  curent  net 
PGAC-CHPG  adjustment,  for  which 
notice  is  also  given  herein,  aggregates 
an  increase  of  12.33394  per  Mcf.  Such 
current  net  adjustment  is  comprised  of 
(i)  an  increase  in  the  weighted  average 
purchased  cost  of  clean,  high-pressure 
gas,  (ii)  a  surcharge  adjustment 
representing  the  unrecovered  purchased 
gas  cost  balance  in  Account  191  as  of 
June  30, 1979,  and  (iii)  elimination  of  the 
PGAC-CHPG  surcharge  adjustments 
presently  included  in  El  Paso's  clean 
high-pressure  rates. 

El  Paso  states  that  the  adjustment 
mechanisms  designed  to  track 
variations  in  its  costs  attributable  to 
advance  payments,  transportation  costs 
and  gas  well  royalty  and  production  tax 
costs,  as  approved  at  Docket  Nos.  RP7&- 
18  and  RP79-12,  result  in  the  net  rate 
adjustments  summarized  below: 


EOC  and 

Adjustment  Caliiomia 

Rates 
(cents) 

Advance  payment . . .  0 

Transportation . . .  0.42 

Gas  well  royalty  and  production  tax . .  (6.29) 


El  Paso  further  states  that  the  proposed 
current  net  adjustments  reflect  the 
elimination  of  the  appropriate 
surcharges  reflecteji  in  El  Paso’s  PGAC 
filing  effective  April  1, 1979. 

El  Paso  has  requested  that  waiver  be 
granted  of  all  applicable  rules,  orders 
and  regulations  of  the  Commision,  as 
may  be  deemed  necessary,  to  permit  the 
effectiveness  on  October  1, 1979,  of  the 
tariff  sheets  tendered  as  a  part  of  the 
instant  notice  of  change  in  rates. 

El  Paso  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
and  attachments  have  been  served  upon 
all  parties  of  record  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP72-155  and  RP79-12,  and,  otherwise, 
upon  all  affected  customers  and 
interested  state  regulatory  commissions. 
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Any  peson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
tariff  filing  should,  on  or  before  Sept.  21. 
1979,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C..  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10). 

Protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  any  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Socrutary. 

(KR  Ucic  79-28265  Filed  9-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


(Docket  No.  RP78-18] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Payment  of 
Refunds 

Septcmbe."  4, 1979 

'lake  notice  that  on  August  29, 1979,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (“El  Paso”) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Report  of  Refunds 
Made  on  August  27, 1979,  to  its 
interstate  jurisdictional,  and 
nonjuridictional  keyed  customers.  El 
Paso  states  that  such  refunds  were  make 
in  accordance  with  Article  V  and  the 
procedures  for  disposition  of  refunds  set 
forth  in  Article  XVI  of  El  Paso’s 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  dated  and 
filed  June  23, 1978,  as  approved  by 
Commission  letter  order  dated 
September  5. 1978,  at  Docket  No.  RP78- 
18.  El  Paso  further  states  that  the 
aggregate  amount  of  refunds  made  by  El 
Paso  on  August  27, 1979,  is 
$12,246,280.96. 

El  Paso  states  that  copies  of  the  filing ' 
were  served  upon  all  of  El  Paso’s 
affected  interstate  transmission  system 
customers,  all  parties  of  record  in 
Docket  No.  RP78-18,  and  interested 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should,  on  or  before  September  19, 
1979,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C..  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 


protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  any  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|KR  Uoc  79-28245  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-O1-M 


(Docket  No.  RP79-37] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Proposed 
Change  in  Rate 

September  4, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  29, 1979,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (“El  Paso") 
filed,  pursuant  to  Part  154  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission’s 
(“Commission")  Regulations  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  particularly  Section 
154.38(h)  thereof,  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff: 


Tariff  volume 

Tariff  sheet 

Original  Volume  No.  1 . 

.  Twenty-sixth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  3-B. 

Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2 .. 

.  Seventeenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  1-0. 

Original  Volume  No  2A . 

.  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No 

1-C. 

El  Paso  states  that  such  tendered 
sheets  implement  the  instant  notice  of 
change  in  rate  to  be  effective  October  1. 
1979,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  El 
Paso's  Louisiana  First-Use  Tax  Tracking 
Provision  (“LFUT"),  contained  in 
Section  22  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  El  Paso’s  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1.  El  Paso  further 
states  that  the  net  increase  in  rate 
attributable  to  the  LFUT,  for  which 
notice  is  given  herein,  is  0.044:  per  Mcf, 
which  will  be  applied  as  an  adjustment 
to  all  rate  schedules  contained  in  El 
Paso’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1  and  to  certain  special  rate 
schedules  contained  in  El  Paso’s  FERC 
Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2 
and  Original  Volume  No.  2A.  Such  net 
LFUT  adjustment  is  comprised  of  (i)  a 
LFUT  Adjustment  of  0.034:  per  Mcf  to 
recover  annualized  increases  in  LFUT 
costs  and  (ii)  a  LFUT  Surcharge 
Adjustment  of  0.010  per  Mcf  based  upon 
the  unrecovered  balance  in  the  LFUT 
Deferred  Cost  Account,  as  of  June  30. 
1979.  El  Paso  also  states  that  in 
conformity  with  El  Paso’s  selection  of 
the  corporate  undertaking  procedure 
pursuant  to  Commission  Order  No.  10-B. 


issued  March  2, 1979,  at  Docket  No. 
RM78-23,  El  Paso  will  collect  the 
increase  in  LFUT,  subject  to  refund. 

El  Paso  has  requested  that  waiver  be 
granted  of  all  applicable  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission,  as  may 
be  deemed  necessary  to  permit  the 
effectiveness  on  October  1, 1979,  of  the 
tariff  sheets  tendered  as  part  of  the 
instant  notice  of  proposed  change  in 
rates. 

El  Paso  also  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  served  upon  all  parties 
of  record  in  Docket  No.  RP79-37,  and. 
otherwise,  upon  all  of  El  Paso’s 
interstate  transmission  system 
customers  and  all  interested  state 
regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
tariff  filing  should,  on  or  before 
September  20, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  Protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  any 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

II  R  Doc.  79-28246  Filed  9-10-79:  8  45  .ini| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


(Docket  No.  CP79-435I 

Equitable  Gas  Co.;  Application 

August  30. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  9. 1979, 
Equitable  Gas  Company  (Equitable).  420 
Boulevard  of  the  Allies.  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  15219,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP79-435  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  Equitable  to  install 
one  main-line  tap  at  a  cost  of 
approximately  $300.00  and  to  transport 
natural  gas  for  service  to  Federal  Supply 
Company  (Federal),  an  industrial 
customer,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

Equitable  states  that  on  May  1, 1979, 
Federal  applied  to  Equitable  for  natural 
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gas  service  exclusively  for  space  heating 
its  premises.  The  proposed  service 
would  be  from  Equitable's  Field  Line  No. 
F-114,  located  in  Greene  County, 
Pennsylvania,  which  line  transports 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  from 
various  production  facilities  to 
Equitable's  transmission  lines. 

Federal  has  informed  Equitable  that 
its  premises  are  now  heated  by  means 
of  propane  and  that  it  desires  to  convert 
to  natural  gas.  Equitable  asserts  that  it 
is  ready,  willing  and  able  to  provide  the 
requested  service. 

Equitable  proposes  to  install  a  main¬ 
line  tap  and  regulators  on  its  Field  Line 
No.  F-114  as  soon  as  reasonably 
possible  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $300.00, 
with  construction  estimated  to  be 
completed  within  one  day.  The  gas  line 
from  the  tap  to  the  premises  is  to  be 
provided  by  the  customer  at  customer's 
expense. 

The  proposed  service  would  require 
the  transportation  in  interstate 
commerce  of  approximately  3,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  per  year,  the  application 
indicates. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  September 
18, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 


Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Equitable  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28247  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-136  (PGA  79-2)  and 
RM78-23] 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  and 
Charges  Under  Purchased  Gas 
Adjustment  Provisions 

September  5, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  31, 1979, 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(FGT),  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter  Park,  Florida 
32790,  tendered  for  filing  22nd  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3-A  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  containing 
changes  in  its  resale  rates  in  Rate 
Schedules  G  and  I  to  be  effective  on 
October  1, 1979. 

According  to  FGT,  the  changes  in 
rates  contained  on  22nd  Revised  Sheet 
No.  3-A  are  in  accordance  with  the 
purchased  gas  cost  adjustment  provision 
in  its  Tariff  (Section  15,  General  Terms 
and  Conditions)  and  the  Louisiana  First 
Use  Tax  Provision  (Section  20,  General 
Terms  and  Conditions).  FGT  states  that 
the  rates  contained  on  22nd  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3-A  are  proposed  to 
supersede  those  on  Substitute  Alternate 
21st  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A. 

FGT  further  states  that  the  following 
shows  a  comparison  between  the  rates 
in  effect  pursuant  to  Substitute 
Alternate  21st  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A 
and  those  to  be  made  effective  on 
October  1, 1979  under  this  filing: 


«/Therm 

Eftective  Prior  Effective 
'  to  October  1,  October  1, 

1979  1979 

Rate  Schedule  G . 

Rate  Schedule  1 . 

.  15.187  22  039 

.  15.187  22.039 

According  to  FGT,  the  annual  effect  of 
the  proposed  rate  changes  is  an  increase 
of  $56,993,030,  of  which  $54,358,449  is 
attributable  to  the  purchased  gas  cost 
provision  and  $2,364,581  results  from  the 
Louisiana  First  Use  Tax  Provision  based 
on  sales  under  Rates  Schedules  G  and  I 
for  the  twelve  months  ended  June  30, 
1979. 

FGT  states  that  a  copy  of  its  filing  has 
been  served  on  all  customers  purchasing 
gas  under  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1  and  the  Florida  Public 
Service  Commission. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  21, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28266  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-624] 

Gulf  Power  Co.;  Supplement 

September  5, 1979 

Tlie  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  28, 1979, 
Gulf  Power  Company  (Gulf)  filed  herein 
Supplement  to  its  FERC  Electric  Tariffs 
providing  for  changes  in  loads  for 
service  by  Gulf  to  Florida  Public 
Utilities  Company  at  Altha  (Calhoun 
County),  Chipola  (Jackson  County)  and 
Marianna  (Jackson  County),  Florida. 

This  tariff  supplement  is  proposed  to  be 
effective  for  service  commencing  on 
August  1, 1979,  and  Gulf  therefore 
requests  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
notice  requirements  to  allow  such 
effective  dates 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protests  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regula»ory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1,  8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
25, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
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with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-2U2S7  Filed  9-l»-78;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-6211 

The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.; 
Purchase  Agreement 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  company^submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  27, 1979 
The  Hartford  Electric  Company 
(HELCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Purchase  Agreement  with  Respect  to 
System  Power  (Purchase  Agreement), 
dated  May  1, 1978  between  HELCO,  The 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company, 
and  Western  Massachusetts  Electric 
Company  (together  the  NU  Companies) 
and  New  York  State  Electric  and  Gas 
Corporation  (NYSE&G). 

HELCO  states  that  the  Purchase 
Agreement  provides  for  a  sale  to 
NYSE&G  of  specified  amounts  of 
capacity  and  related  energy  from  the 
HELCO  System  during  the  period  from 
November  1, 1979  to  April  30, 1982, 
together  with  related  transmission 
service  provided  by  the  NU  Companies. 

HELCO  requests  that  the  Commission 
permit  the  rate  schedule  to  become 
effective  on  November  1, 1979. 

HELCO  states  that  the  capacity 
charge  rate  for  the  proposed  service  is  a 
negotiated  amount,  approximately  equal 
to  the  costs  associated  with  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4,  located  at  Middletown 
Generating  Station  in  Middletown, 
Connecticut.  The  monthly  transmission 
charge  is  equal  to  one-twelfth  of  the 
annual  average  unit  cost  of  transmission 
service  on  the  system  of  the  NU 
Companies  determined  in  accordance 
with  Section  13.9  of  the  New  England 
Power  Pool  (NEPOOL)  Agreement  and 
the  uniform  rules  adopted  by  the 
NEPOOL  Executive  Committee, 
multiplied  by  the  number  of  kilowatts  of 
winter  capability  which  NYSE&G  is 
entitled  to  receive.  The  energy  charge  is 
based  on  NYSE&G’s  portion  of  the 
applicable  fuel  expenses  for  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4  and  no  special  cost-of-service 
studies  were  made  to  derive  this  charge. 

HELCO  states  that  the  services  to  be 
provided  under  the  Purchase  Agreement 
are  not  similar  to  services  provided  by 
HELCO  under  any  other  rate  shedule. 

HELCO  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  The 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company 
(CL&P),  Hartford,  Connecticut,  Western 


Massachusetts  Electric  Company 
(WMECO),  West  Springfield, 
Massachusetts  and  NYSE&G, 
Binghampton,  New  York. 

CL&P  and  WMECO  have  filed 
certificates  of  concurrence  in  this 
docket. 

HELCO  further  states  that  the  filing  is 
in  accordance  with  Part  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations, 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1,10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  25, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Dor.  79-28268  filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


(Docket  No.  ER79-631] 

The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.; 
Purchase  Agreement 

September  6, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  31, 1979, 
The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
(HELCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
rate  schedule  pertaining  to  a  Purchase 
Agreement  with  Respect  to  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4  between  HELCO  and  Green 
Mountain  Power  Corporation  (GMP) 
dated  as  of  April  1, 1977. 

HELCO  states  that  the  Purchase 
Agreement  provides  for  a  sale  to  GMP 
of  a  specified  percentage  of  capacity 
and  energy  from  HELCO’s  Middletown 
Unit  No,  4  generating  unit  during  the 
period  November  1, 1979  through 
October  31, 1985. 

HELCO  requests  that  the  Commission 
permit  the  rate  schedule  filed  to  become 
effective  on  November  1, 1979. 

HELCO  states  that  the  Capacity 
Charge  rate  for  the  proposed  service  is  a 
rate  determined  on  a  cost-of-service 
basis.  The  monthy  transmission  charge 
rate  is  equal  to  one-twelfth  of  the  annual 
average  unit  cost  of  transmission  service 
on  the  Northeast  Utilities  (NU)  system 


determined  in  accordance  with  Section 
13.9  of  the  New  England  Power  Pool 
(NEPOOL)  Agreement  and  the  uniform 
rules  adopted  by  the  NEPOOL  Executive 
Committee. 

The  monthly  Transmission  Charge  is 
detennined  by  the  product  of  (i)  the 
transmission  charge  rate  ($/KW-month). 
and  (ii)  the  number  of  kilowatts  of 
winter  capability  which  GMP  is  entitled 
to  receive.  The  Energy  Charge  is  based 
on  GMP’s  portion  of  the  applicable  fuel 
expenses  and  no  special  cost-of-service 
studies  were  made  to  derive  this  charge. 

HELCO  states  that  the  services  to  be 
provided  under  the  Purchase  Agreement 
are  similar  to  service  provided  by 
HELCO  relating  to  an  agreement 
between  HELCO  and  North 
Attleborough  Electric  Department  (Rate 
Schedule  F^C  No.  155). 

HELCO  states  that  a  copy  of  the  rate 
schedule  has  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecticut  GMP. 
Burlington,  Vermont, 

HELCO  further  states  that  the  filing  is 
in  accordance  with  Part  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capital  Street,  N.E.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  26, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28269  Filed  9-10-7ft  &45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-14 


[Docket  No.  RP73-66  (PGA79-1)1 

Inter-City  Minnesota  Pipelines  Ltd,, 

Inc.;  Proposed  Rate  Change  Pursuant 
to  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment 
Provisions 

September  4, 1979 

Take  notice  that  Inter-City  Minnesota 
Pipelines  Ltd.,  Inc.  (Inter-City)  on  August 
17, 1979.  tendered  for  filing  Eleventh 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  to  its  F.E.R.C.  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  proposed 
to  be  effective  September  1, 1979.  On 
August  24. 1979,  Inter-City  supplemented 
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its  filing  with  materials  in  support  of  this 
tariff  sheet. 

Inter-City  states  that  the  filing  reflects 
a  request  for  a  purchased  gas 
adjustment  cost  pursuant  to 
§  154.38(d)(4)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  Inter-City  further  states  that 
the  instant  filing  is  a  result  of  recent 
increases  in  the  border  price  of 
Canadian  gas.  In  order  to  effect  this 
increase  Inter-City  requests  waiver  of 
the  provisions  of  Order  No.  13  to  the 
extent  necesary  to  allow  this  filing  to 
become  effective  September  1, 1979.  or 
in  the  alternative,  that  the  request  be 
permitted  to  become  effective  following 
a  one-day  suspension. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  N.E..  Washington. 
D.C.  20426.  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  C.F.R.  1.8. 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
19. 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  party  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28246  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-628] 

Iowa  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Rate  Schedule 
Filing 

September  6, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Power  and 
Light  Company  (“Iowa  Power"),  on 
August  28. 1979,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  Iowa  Power  and 
Light  Company  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No. 
39,  which  sets  forth  rates  for  wholesale 
electric  service  to  the  City  of  Ames, 
Iowa. 

Proposed  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate 
Schedule  No.  39  provides  for  an 
additional  service  schedule  for  the  sale 
of  short  term  power  and  energy.  This 
change  is  needed  in  order  to  allow  the 
parties  to  carry  out  the  transactions  of 
power  desired. 

Iowa  Power  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  its  prior  notice 
requirements  and  accept  proposed 
Supplement  No.  6  for  filing  with  a 


retroactive  effective  date  of  August  1, 
1979.  Iowa  Power  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  served  upon  the 
City  and  the  Iowa  State  Commerce 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  26, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Con.mission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  be  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28270  Filed  9-10-79  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-629] 

Iowa  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing  of 
Participation  Power  Agreements 

September  6, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Power  and 
Light  Company,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  (Iowa 
Power),  on  August  29, 1979,  tendered  for 
filing  four  Participation  Power 
Agreements  with  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  (Iowa  Electric). 

Relating  to  Iowa  Electric’s  purchase  of 
100  mW  from  May  1, 1979  through  April 
30, 1980;  148  mW  from  May  1, 1980 
through  April  30. 1981;  and  76  mW  from 
May  1, 1981  through  April  30, 1982  of 
participation  power  according  to  Service 
Schedule  A  of  the  Mid-Continent  Area 
Power  Pool  Agreement  dated  May  31, 
1972,  as  amended.  This  Participation 
Power  Pool  Agreement  establishes 
demand,  energy,  and  transmission 
charges  for  such  services  and  is  to  run 
from  May  1, 1979  through  April  30, 1982. 
Iowa  Power  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  and 
proposes  an  effective  date  of  May  1, 
1979. 

Iowa  Power  states  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  rates  is  to  recover  reflected 
costs  of  the  facilities  to  be  provided  as 
the  scheduling  path  and  for  demand  and 
energy  power  provided. 


Iowa  Power  states  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  Iowa  Electric  and 
to  the  Iowa  State  Commerce 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  26, 1979. 

Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceedings.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28230  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-623] 

Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co.;  Filing  of 
Service  Agreements 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  & 

Electric  Company,  on  August  28. 1979 
tendered  for  filing  Agreements  for 
Electric  Service  with  its  eight  (8)  rural 
electric  cooperative  customers. 

The  filing  is  necessary  because  the 
previous  Agreements  expired  December 
31, 1978. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
each  of  the  cooperatives  involved  as 
well  as  the  Kansas  State  Corporation 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Para.  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  25, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
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Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28231  Filed  9-10-79;  8.45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

(Docket  No.  CP7S-57] 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co., 

Inc.;  Petition  To  Amend 

August  31, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  8, 1979, 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc.  (Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  608. 
Hastings,  Nebraska  68901,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-57  a  petition  to  amend 
the  order  of  May  11, 1977,*  issued  in  the 
instant  docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as  to 
authorize  Petitioner  to  exchange, 
transport  and  sell  natural  gas  to  and 
with  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 
(MDU)  in  accordance  with  three 
amendatory  agreements  dated  July  9, 
1977,  October  9, 1978,  and  March  6, 1979, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition 
to  amend  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  the  May  11, 1977,  order 
Petitioner  and  MDU  were  authorized, 
inter  alia,  to  exchange,  transport  and 
sell  natural  gas  in  accordance  with  a  gas 
sales,  transportation  and  exchange 
agreement  dated  May  10, 1974,  between 
the  two  companies.  It  is  indicated  that 
the  agreement  provided  that  Petitioner 
would  connect  the  wells  covered  by  the 
agreement  either  to  MDU’s  gathering 
system  or  to  its  own  gathering  system 
with  delivery  from  the  gathering  system 
to  be  made  at  MDU's  Bowdoin 
Compressor  Station,  Phillips  and  Valley 
Counties,  Montana.  Although  the 
agreement  contemplated  the  connection 
of  wells  to  MDU’s  gathering  system. 
Petitioner  indicates,  when  it  came  time 
to  connect  wells  which,  because  of  their 
location,  could  be  more  economically 
connected  to  the  gathering  system  of 
MDU,  it  was  discovered  that  revision  of 
the  agreement  was  necessary. 

Therefore,  by  amendatory  agreements 
dated  July  19, 1977,  October  9, 1978,  and 
March  6, 1979,  Petitioner  and  MDU 
amended  the  May  10, 1974,  agreement  to 
provide  for  the  connection  of  such  wells 
to  MDU's  gathering  system  and  the 
deletion  of  said  wells  from  Petitioner’s 
system.  Said  amendments,  inter  alia, 
exclude  the  volumes  associated  with 
these  wells  from  the  gathering  and 
delivery  charge  MDU  is  required  to  pay 
Petitioner  since  they  are  not  connected 

'This  proceeding  was  commenced  before  the  FPC. 
By  joint  regulation  of  October  1.  (10  CFR 

1000.1).  it  was  transferred  to  the  Commissioa 


to  Petitioner’s  facilities,  specify  the 
formula  by  which  each  party’s  share  of 
the  cost  of  facilities  to  connect  the  wells 
is  to  be  determined,  and  provide  for  the 
proportion  of  gas  to  be  received  from 
these  wells  by  each  party. 

Consequently,  Petitioner  requests  that 
the  Commission  amend  the  order  in  the 
instant  docket  to  provide  for  such 
changes.  Petitioner  also  requests 
authorization  to  add  and  delete  wells/ 
acreage  under  the  terms  of  the 
agreement  as  required  from  time  to  time. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
September  20, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28232  Filed  9-10-79;  8:46  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

[Docket  No.  RP73-23  PGA79-3(a)] 

Lawrenceburg  Gas  Transmission 
Corp.;  Proposed  Change  in  FERC  Gas 
Tariff 

September  5. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  27, 1979 
Lawrenceburg  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Lawrenceburg)  tendered 
for  filing  two  (2)  substitute  revised  gas 
tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  both  of  which  are 
dated  as  issued  on  August  24, 1979, 
proposed  to  become  effective  August  1, 
1979,  and  identiHed  as  follows: 

Substitute  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4. 

and  Substitute  Seventeenth  Revised  Sheet 

No.  18. 

Lawrenceburg  states  that  its 
substitute  tariff  sheets  were  filed  to 
reflect  a  reduction  in  its  cost  of  gas 
purchased  from  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  which 
occurred  subsequent  to  its  PGA  filing 
made  on  June  28, 1979.  The  Commission 
by  letter  order  issued  August  2, 1979  had 
accepted  Lawrenceburg’s  PGA  filing 
subject  to  revisions  to  reflect  decreases 


in  its  cost  of  gas  purchased  from  Texas 
Gas. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
Lawrenceburg’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
21, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28233  Filed  9-10-79.  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S(M>1-M 

[Docket  No.  ER79-617] 

The  Montana  Power  Co.;  Cancellation 
of  Agreements 

September  5. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  22, 1979, 
the  Montana  Power  Company 
(“Montana”)  tendered  for  filing  a  Notice 
of  Cancellation  of  Agreements  with:  San 
Diego  Gas  and  Electric  Company  (“San 
Diego”),  FERC  Rate  Schedule  No,  41  and 
Supplement  No.  1  to  FERC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  41:  The  Washington  Water 
Power  Company  (“Washington”),  FERC 
Rate  Schedule  No.  43;  Utah  Power  and 
Light  Company  (“Utah”),  Supplement 
No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  No.  27;  Portland 
General  Electric  Company  (“Portland”). 
FERC  Rate  Schedule  No.  42:  and  Utah 
Power  and  Light  Company  (“Utah”), 
Supplement  No.  17  to  Rate  Schedule  No. 
3.  Montana  states  that  the  agreements  or 
Service  Schedules  have  either  expired  of 
their  own  terms  and  have  not  been 
renewed,  or  transactions  have  not 
occurred  for  several  years  and  are  not 
anticipated  to  again  occur  under  the 
applicable  schedule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  24. 1979.  Protests 
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will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28234  Filed  9-10-79;  8.45  am) 

BIUING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-482] 

Mississippi  Power  Co.;  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Increased  Electric  Tariff 
Rates,  Granting  Intervention  and 
Establishing  Procedures 

Issued  August  24, 1979 

On  June  29, 1979,  Mississippi  Power 
Company  (Mississippi)  tendered  for 
filing  a  revision  of  the  rates  included  in 
its  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  3  and  its 
Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  (designated 
as  Rate  Schedule  MRA-14)  to  its  FERC 
Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  to 
become  effective  September  1, 1979.* 
Mississippi  states  that  the  proposed 
rates  would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  under  the  revised 
tariff  by  Sl,760,960  (4.89%)  based  upon  a 
projected  twelve-month  test  period 
ending  August  31, 1980. 

Public  notice  of  this  filing  was  issued 
on  July  5, 1979.  Comments,  protests  and 
petitions  to  intervene  were  due  on  or 
before  July  30, 1979. 

On  July  30, 1979,  three  electric  power 
associations  (.Associations)  ^jointly 
filed  a  protest  and  petition  to  intervene 
in  the  proceeding  in  which  they  also 
request  a  five-month  suspension  and 
hearing.  In  support  of  their  request  for  a 
maximum  suspension  period. 
Associations  allege  that  Mississippi's 
proposed  increased  rates  would  result  in 
returns  substantially  greater  than  those 
shown  by  Mississippi  due  to  cost-of- 
service  errors  in  computing  wholesale 
costs.  Associations  also  allege  that  the 
filing  is  deficient  in  form  in  that  it  is 
impossible  to  determine  precisely 
Mississippi's  cost-of-service  treatment 
of  various  elements  of  alleged  wholesale 
cost. 


'  The  rate  schedule  designations  are: 

FERC  Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  1 

6th  Revised  Sheet  No.  3  (Supersedes  5th  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3) 

7th  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  (Supersedes  6th  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4) 

*The  electric  power  associations  and  their 
headquarter  cities  in  Mississippi  are:  Coast  Electric 
Power  Association.  Bay  St.  Louis:  East  Mississippi 
Electric  Power  Association,  Meridian;  and  Singing 
River  Electric  Power  Association,  Lucedale. 


Participation  by  Associations  in  this 
proceeding  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 
Pursuant  to  our  policy  set  forth  in 
Section  2.17  of  our  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations,  we  find  it  is  appropriate 
that  price  squeeze  procedures  be 
initiated  in  this  docket.  However,  as  we 
stated  recently,®  we  believe  that 
decisions  on  cost-of-service, 
capitalization  and  rate  of  return  issues 
in  rate  proceedings  may  reduce 
proposed  wholesale  rates  to  the  point 
where  price  squeeze  concerns  are 
eliminated,  or  at  least  substantially 
diminished  by  resulting  refunds.  Hence, 
we  shall  order  that  the  price  squeeze 
portion  of  this  proceeding  be  held  in 
abeyance  until  after  issuance  of  a 
Commission  opinion  establishing  the 
rate  which,  but  for  a  consideration  of 
price  squeeze,  would  be  just  and 
reasonable.  If,  in  the  view  of  the  alleging 
party,  the  price  squeeze  persists  at  that 
time,  a  second  phase  of  the  proceeding 
will  follow  for  the  hearing  and 
adjudication  of  price  squeeze  under 
Section  2.17  (supra). 

There  may  be  situations  in  which 
price  squeeze  issues  should  not  be 
deferred.  We  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of 
the  presiding  judge  in  this  proceeding  to 
determine  whether  this  case  is  one.  The 
presiding  judge  may  act  on  his  or  her 
own  motion  or  upon  the  request  of  a 
party  to  accelerate  the  price  squeeze 
phase;  however,  such  rulings  are 
discretionary  rulings  which  shall  not  be 
appealable  to  the  Commission  under 
Section  1.28  of  our  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.28. 

Our  review  of  Mississippi's  filing 
indicates  that  the  proposed  rates  have 
not  been  shown  to  be  just  and 
reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Therefore,  we  shall 
accept  Mississippi's  proposed  rates  for 
filing  and  suspend  them  for  one  month, 
to  become  effective  October  1, 1979, 
subject  to  refund. 

The  Commission  Orders:  (A) 
Mississippi's  proposed  rates  hereby  are 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
one  month,  until  October  1, 1979,  when 
they  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  regulatory  Commission  by 
Section  402(a)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  and  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  concerning 


*  See,  “Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Rate  Changes,  Granting  Intervention,  and 
Establishing  Hearing  and  Price  Squeeze 
Procedures,”  Arkansas  Power  tr  Light  Company, 
Docket  No.  ER79-339,  issued  August  6, 1979. 


the  justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  proposed  in  this  docket  by 
Mississippi. 

(C)  Associations  hereby  are  permitted 
to  intervene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission;  provided,  however,  that 
participation  by  the  intervenor  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  set  forth  in  its  petition 
to  intervene;  and  provided  further,  that 
the  admission  of  the  intervenor  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  it  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  by  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  purposes 
of  convening  a  conference  in  ths 
proceeding.  The  conference  shall  be 
held  within  the  (10)  days  after  the 
service  of  top  sheets  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426.  The 
Presiding  Law  Judge  is  authorized  to 
establish  all  procedural  dates  and  to 
rule  upon  all  motions  (except  motions  to 
consolidate  and  sever  and  motions  to 
disniiss)  as  provided  for  in  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(E)  We  hereby  order  initiation  of  price 
squeeze  procedures  and  further  order 
that  this  proceeding  be  phased  so  that 
the  price  squeeze  procedures  begin  after 
issuance  of  a  Commissin  opinion 
establishing  the  rate  which,  but  for  a 
consideration  of  price  squeeze,  would  be 
just  and  reasonable.  The  Presiding  Judge 
may  order  a  change  in  this  schedule  for 
good  cause.  The  price  squeeze  portion  of 
this  case  shall  be  governed  by  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  Section  2.17  of 
the  Commission's  regulations,  as  they 
may  be  modified  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
the  price  squeeze  phase  of  this 
proceeding. 

(F)  The  Staff  shall  prepare  and  serve 
top  sheets  on  all  parties  for  settlement 
purposes  on  or  before  November  30, 

1979. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28249  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-618] 

The  Montana  Power  Co.;  Cancellation 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 
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Take  notice  that  on  August  22, 1979, 
The  Montana  Power  Company 
(“Montana”)  tendered  for  filing  a  Notice 
of  Cancellation  of  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  33,  an  agreement  for  the  sale  of  non¬ 
firm  energy  between  Montana  and  the 
Department  of  Water  and  Power  of  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles.  Montana  states  that 
the  agreement  has  expired  as  of  its  own 
terms  and  has  not  been  renewed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capital 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (18 
CFR  1.8. 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protest  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  24, 1979.  Protest  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28235  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP76-96,  RP77-14  and  RP77- 
57] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

September  4. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  29, 1979 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(National)  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  Second  Substitute  Eighth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  proposed  to  be  effective 
November  1, 1976,  Substitute  Third 
Revised  Sheet  No.  35  proposed  to  be 
effective  November  1, 1976,  Substitute 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  36  proposed  to 
be  effective  November  1, 1976,  Second 
Substitute  Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
proposed  to  be  effective  February  1. 

1977,  Third  Substitute  Thirteenth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  proposed  to  be 
effective  November  1, 1977,  Substitute 
Twenty-Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
proposed  to  be  effective  Janaury  1, 1979. 
and  Twenty-Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
proposed  to  be  effective  September  1, 
1979. 

National  states  that  these  sheets  are 
being  filed  pursuant  to  the  Commission's 
Opinion  No.  58,  issued  August  6, 1979  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP76-96,  RP77-14,  and 
RP77-57,  and  to  reflect  the  property 
transfer  approved  in  Docket  No.  CP78- 
334. 

National  requests  that  the 
Commission  grant  such  waivers  of  its 


regulations  as  it  deems  necessary  to 
permit  the  revised  tariff  sheets  to 
become  effective  on  the  dates  requested. 

It  is  stated  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers,  interested  state 
regulatory  commissions  and  parties  to 
the  proceeding  in  Docket  Nos.  RP76-96, 
RP77-14  and  RP77-57. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
19, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  party  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Dor.  79-28250  Filed  9-10-79  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


(Docket  No.  ER79-625] 

Northern  States  Power  Co., 
Supplement  No.  3 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Northern  States 
Power  Company,  on  August  28, 1979, 
tendered  for  filing  Supplement  No.  3 
dated  August  20, 1979,  to  the 
Interconnection  and  Interchange 
Agreement,  dated  September  12, 1977, 
with  the  City  of  Kenyon. 

Supplement  No.  3  amends  Article  IX 
of  the  Interconnection  and  Interchange 
Agreement  continuing  the  terms  of  the 
Agreement  through  October  31, 1994. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE. 
Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  and  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  25, 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  butVill  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 


must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28236  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER79-627I 

Northern  States  Power  Co.;  Agreement 
with  Wisconsin  Power  &  Light  Co. 

September  5, 1979 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following:  Take  notice  that  Northern 
States  Power  Company  (Minnesota)  on 
August  28, 1979,  tendered  for  filing  an 
Agreement,  dated  July  30. 1979,  with 
Northern  States  Power  Company 
(Wisconsin)  and  Wisconsin  Power  and 
Light  Company. 

The  Agreement  provides  for  an 
interconnection  between  the  parties  at 
the  Arpin  Interconnection  and  details 
the  Service  Schedules  available  for  the 
interchange  of  power  and  energy. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  and  protests  should  be  hied  on 
or  before  September  25. 1979.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28237  Filed  9-19-79:  8:45  ;im| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


(Docket  No.  RP79>57] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Rate  Change 

September  5, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  31. 1979, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(“Northwest”)  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  as  part  of 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff.  Original  Volume 
No.  2: 

Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  122 

First  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  140. 169.  264.  384, 

403,  422,  480,  527,  545,  565.  592.  629,  652.  658. 
748,  and  791. 
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As  more  fully  explained  in  the  instant 
filing,  the  tariff  sheets  incorporate  the 
current  gathering  and  transportation 
rates  for  each  related  rate  schedule  as 
determined  by  Northwest  and  supported 
by  its  Motion  to  Place  Rates  into  Effect 
("Motion”)  at  Docket  No.  RP79-57  filed 
concurrently  herewith.  Said  Motion  also 
reflects  the  estimated  revenue  impact  of 
the  new  rates. 

The  proposed  effective  date  for  the 
tendered  tariff  sheets  is  October  1, 1979. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  Sept.  21, 
1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28238  filed  9-10-79;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Docket  No.  GP79-35] 

State  of  Louisiana,  103  NGPA 
Determination,  Florida  Gas  Exploration 
Co.,  7900  RA  SUA  L&N  RR  Co.,  No.  6 
Weil,  JD79-3495,  Louisiana  NGPA  No. 
79-745;  Final  Order  on  Well  Category 
Determination 

Issued  August  27, 1979 

On  June  15, 1979,  the  Commission 
issued  a  notice  of  preliminary  finding 
that  the  determination  by  the  State  of 
Louisiana  Office  of  Conservation 
(Louisiana),  Florida  Gas  Exploration 
Company  7900  RA  SUA  L&N  RR  Co,  No. 
6  well  qualifies  as  a  new,  onshore 
production  well  under  Section  103  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA), 
was  not  supported  by  substantial 
evidence  in  the  record  on  which  the 
determination  was  based. 

A  well  qualifies  as  a  new,  onshore 
production  well  under  Section  103  of  the 
NGPA  only  if,  among  other 
requirements,  the  surface  drilling  of  the 
well  began  on  or  after  February  19, 1977. 
The  Basis  for  the  Commission's 
preliminary  finding  was  that  the  record 
accompanying  Louisiana’s 
determination  indicated  that  the  subject 
well  was  a  reentry  to  an  old  well  which 


had  been  spudded  prior  to  February  19, 
1977. 

On  July  6, 1979,  Louisiana  submitted  a 
supplement  to  its  original  determination 
which  included  additional  evidence 
demonstrating  that  the  subject  well  is 
actually  located  twenty  feet  from  the  old 
well  and  is  a  new  well  having  been 
spudded  after  February  19, 1977. 
Louisiana  also  states  that  the  subject 
well  was  drilled  within  a  proration  unit 
in  existence  at  the  time  the  surface 
drilling  of  such  well  began,  and  that 
natural  gas  had  been  produced  in 
commercial  quantities  from  another  well 
in  the  proration  unit.  In  accordance  with 
§  271.305(c)  of  the  regulations,  Louisiana 
made  an  implicit  finding  that  the  subject 
well  was  necesaary  to  effectively  and 
efficiently  drain  the  portion  of  the 
reservoir  covered  by  the  proration  unit 
which  could  not  be  effectively  and 
efficiently  drained  by  any  existing  well 
within  the  proration  unit,  and  the  record 
developed  by  Louisiana  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  drilling  would 
support  an  explicit  finding  to  this  effect. 

Thus,  pursuant  to  18  CFR  §  275.202(e), 
the  Commission  orders  that  Louisiana's 
determination — that  the  Florida  Gas 
Exploration  Company  7900  RA  SUA 
L&N  RR  Co.  No.  6  well  qualifies  as  a 
new,  onshore  production  well  under 
Section  103  ofthe  NGPA — be  affirmed. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28239  Tiled  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  GP79-88] 

South  Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering 
Co.,  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

September  5, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  15, 1979, 
South  Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering 
Company  (South  Texas),  Five  Greenway 
Plaza  East,  Houston,  Texas  77046,  filed  a 
petition  for  declaratory  order  pursuant 
to  section  1.7(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  18 
C.F.R.  §  1.7(c).  The  petition  requests  that 
the  Commission  determine  the  proper 
vintage  classification  for  a  well  from 
which  South  Texas  purchases  gas  for 
resale  in  interstate  commerce,  i.e.,  the 
A. A.  McAllen  Well  No.  34,  Texas 
Railroad  Commission  I.D.  No.  54803 
(Well  No.  34). 

South  Texas  states  that  it  is  a  natural 
gas  company  engaged  in  the  gathering, 
transmission,  sale,  and  transportation  of 
natural  gas  through  company  owned  and 
operated  lines  in  Texas.  South  Texas 
further  states  that  it  purchases  natural 
gas  produced  from  Well  No.  34  from 


Shell  Oil  Company  (Shell)  under  FERC 
Rate  Schedule  297,  previously 
authorized  in  Docket  No.  C163-1509. 

It  is  alleged  by  South  Texas  that  Shell 
has  improperly  classified  the  gas  sold 
from  Well  No.  34  as  subject  to  the 
"recompletion”  rate  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  770-A  (see 
18  C.F.R.  §  2.56a(a)(5))  and  incorporated 
by  reference  in  section  104  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (see  18 
C.F.R.  §  271.402).  Instead  of  the 
recompletion  rate.  South  Texas  alleges 
that  production  from  Well  No.  34  should 
receive  the  "flowing  gas”  rate  (see  18 
C.F.R.  §  271402)  for  deliveries  on  or  after 
December  1, 1978;  the  rate  under 
Opinion  No.  749  (see  18  C.F.R. 

§  2.56b(a)(2))  for  deliveries  prior  to 
December  1, 1979;  and  the  rate  under 
Opinion  No.  595  (see  18  C.F.R.  §  154.109) 
for  deliveries  prior  to  January  1, 1976. 
According  to  its  view  of  the  applicable 
rate  for  deliveries  from  Well  No.  34, 
South  Texas  estimates  that  its 
overpayments  have  approximated 
$400,000. 

South  Texas  argues  that  there  must  be 
production  from  an  "initial”  completion 
before  there  can  be  a  "recompletion” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  South  Texas  asserts  that 
there  has  never  been  more  than  an 
“initial”  completion  and  cites  records  of 
the  Texas  Railroad  Commission  in 
support  of  its  assertion.  South  Texas 
states  that  the  Commission’s  regulations 
do  not  explicitly  define  either 
“completion”  or  "recompletion,”  so  that 
a  declaratory  order  is  necessary  to 
resolve  the  pricing  issue.  In  the  event 
the  Commission  determines  that  the  rate 
charged  by  Shell  is  in  excess  of  the 
lawful  rate.  South  Texas  requests  that 
the  Commission  order  Shell  to  make  a 
prompt  refund  with  interest,  and  grant 
such  other  relief  as  may  be  appropriate. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  C.F.R. 

§§  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  28, 1979.  Protests  will  be 
considerd  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
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Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28241  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


(Docket  No.  CP79-425] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Application 

August  31, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  1, 1979, 
Sothern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern),  P.O.  Box  2563,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35303,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP79-425  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
Sections  157.7(b),  157.7(c),  157.7(e)  and 
157.7(g)  of  the  Regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(b),  157.7(c),  157.7(e),  and 
157.7(g)),  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  during  the  period 
commencing  October  21, 1979,  through 
December  31, 1980,  and  operation  of  gas- 
purchase  facilities;  authorizing  the 
construction,  for  the  same  time  period, 
and  operation  of  facilities  to  make 
miscellaneous  rearrangements  on  its 
system:  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon,  during  the  same  time  period, 
direct  sale  service  and  facilities  no 
longer  required  for  deliveries  of  natural 
gas  to  Southern’s  customers;  and  for  a 
certificate  authorizing  the  construction 
and  for  permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment,  during  the  same  time 
period,  and  operation  of  field  gas 
compression  and  related  metering  and 
appurtenant  facilities,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  enable  Southern  to  act 
with  reasonable  dispatch  in  contracting 
for  and  connecting  to  its  pipeline 
system,  and  to  the  system  of  other 
natural  gas  companies  authorized  to 
transport  for  or  exchange  with  Southern, 
supplies  of  natural  gas  in  areas 
generally  coextensive  with  such 
systems;  to  augment  Southern’s  ability 
to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in 
making  miscellaneous  rearrangements 
which  would  not  result  in  any  material 
change  in  the  service  presently  rendered 
by  Southern;  to  augment  Southern's 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  abandoning  service  and  removing 
direct  sale  measuring,  regulating,  and 
related  facilities*  and  to  augment 
Southern’s  ability  to  act  with  reasonable 


'  Southern  states  that  it  would  abandon  service 
and  facilities  only  when  deliveries  to  any  one  direct 
sale  customer  would  not  exceed  100,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  during  the  last  year  of  service. 


dispatch  in  the  construction,  relocation, 
and  operation  and  abandonment  of 
facilities  which  will  not  result  in 
changing  Southern’s  system  salable 
capacity  or  service  from  that  authorized 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  instant 
application. 

Southern  requests  waiver  of  the 
maximum  term  limitations  of  Sections 
157.7(b),  157.7(c),  157.7(e)  and  157.7(g)  of 
the  Regulations  to  permit  the  issuance  of 
budget-type  authorizations  for  the 
lengthened  period  October  21, 1979, 
through  December  31, 1980,  instead  of 
the  traditional  12-month  period. 

Southern  contends  that  the  purpose  of 
requesting  this  waiver  is  to  assist  in  the 
implementation  of  the  Commission’s 
proposal  in  its  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  in  Docket  No.  RM79-37  to 
establish  budget-type  certificates  for 
gas-purchase  facilities  on  a  calendar- 
year  basis.  Granting  this  requested 
waiver  of  the  aforementioned  Sections 
requested  would  enhance  the  efficient 
administration  of  these  authorizations 
by  both  Southern  and  the  Commission,  it 
it  is  stated. 

Additionally,  Southern  requests 
waiver  of  Section  157.7(b)(4)  in  order  to 
permit  it  to  expand  the  dehnition  of 
"gas-purchase  facilities  to  include  the 
construction  and  operation  of  the 
following: 

(1)  Facilities  necessary  to  connect  the 
facilities  of  a  producer  or  other  similar  seller 
allowed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978  (NGPA)  to  make  a  sale  of  gas  to 
Southern  for  resale  in  interstate  commerce 
without  specific  Commisison  authorization, 
with  Southern's  interstate  pipeline  system, 
the  system  of  another  natural  gas  company 
authorized  to  transport  or  exchange  such  gas 
with  Southern,  or  with  the  facilities  of  an 
intrastate  pipeline  authorized  by  Commission 
order  or  pursuant  to  Section  311(a)  of  the 
NGPA  to  transport  such  gas  for  the  account 
of,  or  for  the  exchange  of  such  gas  with 
Southern,  and 

(2)  Facilities  necessary  to  connect  the 
facilities  of  an  interstate  or  intrastate  pipeline 
transporting  gas  to  or  for  the  account  of 
Southern  with  Southern's  Interstate  pipeline 
system  or  with  that  of  another  interstate  or 
intrastate  pipeline  authorized  by  Commission 
order  or  by  Section  311(a)  of  the  NGPA  to 
transport  or  exchange  such  gas  with 
Southern. 

Southern  also  requests  waiver  of  the 
cost  ceilings  contained  in  Sections 
157.7(b)(l)(i)  and  (ii),  157.7(c)(3)(i),  and 
157.7(g)(3),  respectively,  to  permit  the 
total  estimated  cost  of  construction  of 
gas-purchase  facilities  for  the 
lengthened  period  to  be  $24,000,000  with 
no  single  onshore  project  to  exceed 
$2,400,000  and  no  single  offshore  project 
to  exceed  $4,500,000;  to  permit  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  construction  of 
facilities  to  be  constructed  to  make 


miscellaneous  rearrangements  on  its 
system  to  be  $644,400;  and  to  permit  the 
total  cost  of  construction,  relocation, 
removal  or  abandonment  of  field 
compression  facilities  not  to  exceed 
$6,620,000,  with  no  single  project  to 
exceed  $920,000.  Southern  states  that 
these  increased  cost  ceilings  are 
necessary  to  offset  the  effect  of  inflation 
and  real  increases  in  construction  costs 
since  the  present  cost  ceilings  were 
established.  Southern  further  states  that 
the  cost  of  all  facilities  proposed  to  be 
constructed  herein  would  be  financed 
with  cash  on  hand  or  with  cash 
available  from  current  operations. 

The  application  states  that  Southern 
would  not  abandon  any  direct  service 
unless  it  would  have  received  a  written 
request  or  written  permission  from  the 
customer  to  terminate  service.  In  the 
event  such  request  or  permission  could 
not  be  obtained,  a  statement  certifying 
that  the  customer  has  no  further  need 
for  service  would  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  it  is  said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before 
September  20, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  and  permission  and  approval 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  are 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
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notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Southern  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28240  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No  nP72-121  PGA79] 

Southwest  Gas  Corp.;  Change  in  Rates 
Pursuant  to  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment 

September  5, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  27, 1979, 
Southwest  Gas  Corporation 
(“Southwest”)  tendered  for  filing  Fourth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  10  constituting  the 
Statement  of  Rates  of  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.  According 
to  Southwest,  the  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  adjust  rates  of  Southwest  under  its 
Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  Clause  in 
Section  9  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  contained  in  said  tariff,  as  a 
result  of  changes  in  rates  from  its 
supplier.  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation  ("Northwest”),  effective 
October  1, 1979.  The  proposed  effective 
date  for  Southwest’s  proposed  change  in 
rates  is  October  1, 1979. 

Southwest  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Nevada,  the 
California  Public  Utilities  Commission, 
Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company  and  CP 
National  (formerly  California-Pacific 
Utilities  Company). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard,  or  to 
protest  said  filing,  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
21, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28242  Filed  9-10-79  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP77-297] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.;  East  Tennessee 
Natural  Gas  Co.;  Petition  To  Amend 

August  31. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  8, 1979, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee), 
P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston,  "rexas  77001, 
and  East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas 
Company  (East  Tennessee),  P.O.  Box 
10245,  Knoxville,  Tennessee  37919,  Filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP77-297  a  petition  to 
amend  further  the  order  issued  April  29, 
1977,*  as  amended,  issuing  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
the  instant  docket  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section 
2.79  of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy 
and  Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.79)  by 
authorizing  an  extension  for  an 
additional  two  years  of  the 
transportation  service  for  William  L. 
Bonnell  Company  (Bonnell),  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  for  public  inspection. 

Tennessee  and  East  Tennessee  were 
authorized  to  transport  up  to  1,200  Mcf 
per  day  for  Bonnell.  The  volumes 
transported  were  produced  by  Forman 
Exploration  Company,  et  al.  (Forman), 
from  the  Cadeville  Field.  Ouachita 
Parish,  Louisiana,  and  were  received  by 
Tennessee  for  Bonnell’s  account  at 
Tennessee’s  Greenbrier  Sales  No.  2 
delivery  point  to  East  Tennessee  located 
in  Robertson  County,  Tennessee.  Also, 
pursuant  to  the  authorization  and  East 
Tennessee’s  Rate  Schedule  T-5,  East 
Tennessee  transported  the  gas  delivered 
to  it  by  Tennessee  to  Middle  Tennessee 
Natural  Gas  Utility  District  for 
redelivery  to  Bonnell. 

On  March  24, 1978,  Tennessee  and 
East  Tennessee  were  authorized  to 
receive  gas  for  the  account  of  Bonnell 
from  an  additional  source,  Texas  Pacific 
Oil  Company  (UK),  Inc,  (Texas  Pacific). 

The  authorization,  as  amended, 
expired  on  May  31, 1979  and  the 
purchase  contracts  between  Bonnell  and 
Forman  and  Bonnell  and  Texas  Pacific 
are  terminated. 

The  petition  asserts  that  Bonnell  has  a 
continuing  need  for  a  supplemental 
supply  for  natural  gas.  Accor  .ngly, 
Bonnell  entered  into  a  new  gas  purchase 
contract  with  Forman  dated  May  31, 
1979.  Tennessee  and  East  Tennessee 
request  authorization  for  the 
continuation  of  the  transportation 
service  for  Bonnell  for  an  additional 
two-year  period  of  volumes  of  natural 


'  This  proceeding  was  commenced  before  the 
FPC.  By  joint  regulation  of  October  1, 1977  (10  CFR 
1000.1],  it  was  transferred  to  the  FERC. 


gas  produced  by  Forman  from  the 
Cadeville  Field,  Ouachita  Parish, 
Louisiana,  with  maximum  daily  volumes 
not  to  exceed  600  Mcf  per  day  for  the 
first  year  and  not  to  exceed  300  Mcf  per 
day  for  the  second  year  as  set  out  in 
said  new  contract  between  Bonnell  and 
Forman.  The  proposed  service  does  not 
contemplate  further  deliveries  from 
Texas  Pacific. 

.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
Sept.  21, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filpd  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28251  Filed  9-19-79:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  CP77-28S;  CP77-316] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp., 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Petition  to 
Amend 

August  31. 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  8, 1979, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  and  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company  (United),  P.O.  Box 
1478,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP77-286  and  CP77-316, 
respectively,  a  petition  to  amend  the 
order  issued  May  20, 1977 '  issuing 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  in  the  instant  dockets 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  Section  2.79  of  the 
Commission’s  General  policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.79)  by 
authorizing  an  extension  of  the  term  of 
the  transportation  service  rendered  for 
Dan  River,  Inc.  (Dan  River),  for  an 
additional  two  years,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
for  public  inspection. 


‘  This  proceeding  was  commenced  before  the 
FPC.  By  joint  regulation  of  October  1. 1977  (10  CFR 
1000.1),  it  was  transferred  to  the  FERC. 
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Transco  and  United  are  authorized  to 
transport  on  an  interruptible  basis  up  to 
1,300  Mcf  per  day  of  gas  for  Dan  River, 
an  existing  industrial  customer  of  the 
City  of  Danville,  Virginia,  (Danville)  and 
Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc. 
(Piedmont),  two  of  Transco’s  resale 
customers  served  under  Rate  Schedule 
CD-2. 

Dan  River  causes  such  gas  to  be 
delivered  to  United  in  St.  John  the 
Baptist  Parish,  Louisiana,  and  United,  in 
turn,  delivers  the  gas  to  Transco  at 
mutually  agreeable  existing  authorized 
points  of  exchange.  Transco  redelivers 
the  subject  gas  to  Danville  and 
Piedmont  for  the  account  of  Dan  River. 

The  petition  indicates  that  Dan  River 
has  entered  into  a  new  gas  purchase 
agreement  dated  June  6, 1979,  with  Jar 
Timber  Corporation,  Vermilion  Bay 
Land  Company,  John  Stuart  Hunt,  Jean 
Gannon  Hunt,  Sherman  M,  Hunt,  and 
Mary  Andrews  Hunt,  to  continue  the 
sale  of  gas  from  the  No.  1  Lutcher  Moore 
Cypress  well  for  an  additional  two-year 
term.  Additionally,  Dan  River  has 
entered  into  new  transportation 
agreements  with  Transco  and  United,  to 
continue  the  transportation  of  the 
subject  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
September  21, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  7»-28252  Filed  9-10-79;  8;4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-O1-M 


[Docket  No.  CP79-230] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Petition  To  Amend 

August  30, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  August  3, 1979, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP79-230  a  petition  to  amend  the 


Commission's  order  of  June  7, 1979, 
issued  in  the  instant  docket  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as 
to  authorize  an  increase  in  the  maximum 
daily  quantities  of  gas  which  Transco  is 
authorized  to  transport  for  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order  of 
June  7, 1979,  issued  in  the  instant  docket, 
Transco  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  up  to  30,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas 
per  day  for  El  Paso.  Transco  indicates 
that  it  is  presently  transporting  such 
quantities  of  gas  for  El  Paso  from  a  point 
of  interconnection  of  its  Southwest 
Louisiana  Gathering  System  (SW 
System)  and  the  tailgate  of  the 
separation  plant  of  U-T  Offshore 
System  at  Johnson’s  Bayou,  Cameron 
Parish,  Louisiana,  to  a  point  of 
connection  between  the  facilities  of 
Transco  and  the  Katy  Plant  of  Exxon 
Company,  U.S.A.,  in  Waller  County, 
Texas,  and  the  point  of  connection 
between  the  facilities  of  Transco  and 
Houston  Pipe  Line  Company  near 
Fulshear,  Fort  Bend  County,  Texas. 

El  Paso  now  desires  to  increase  the 
maximum  daily  transportation 
quantities  from  30,000  Mcf  per  day  to 
60,000  Mcf  per  day  and  Transco  requests 
that  the  Conrmission  amend  the  order  in 
the  instant  docket  to  provide  for  such 
increase  daily  transportation  quantities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
September  20, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28253  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP77-19] 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.;  Proposed 
Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

September  4, 1979 
Take  notice  that  Transwestem 
Pipeline  Company  (Transwestern)  on 
August  28, 1979,  tendered  for  filing  as 
part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  various  tariff 
sheets  reflecting  interim  rates  for  the 
period  June  1, 1977  through  February  28, 
1979,  These  sheets  are  being  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  Order 
Approving  Stipulation  and  Agreement 
Subject  To  Conditions  And  Setting 
Reserved  Issues  For  Hearing  issued  July 
9, 1979  in  Docket  No.  RP77-19.  These 
sheets  reflect  interim  base  tariff  rates  as 
set  forth  in  Appendix  B  of  the 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  approved  by 
the  Commission  for  the  locked-in  period 
June  1, 1977  thru  February  28, 1979  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
Stipulation  and  Agreement. 

'The  interim  rates  are  pending 
determination  of  the  final  rates  subject 
to  the  resolution  of  certain  unresolved 
issues  in  RP75-74  and  RP77-19  as  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  July  9, 1979 
order. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
20, 1979.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28254  Filed  9-10-79;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP79-404] 

Washington  National  Gas  Company,  as 
Project  Operator,  Application 

August  30, 1979 

Take  notice  that  on  July  9, 1979, 
Washington  Natural  Gas  Company,  as 
Project  Operator  (Washington),  815 
Mercer  Street,  Seattle,  Washington 
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98111.  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79-404  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c]  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Jackson 
Prairie  Storage  Project  located  in  Lewis 
County.  Washington,  in  such  a  manner 
as  necessary  to  increase  deliveries  to 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Northwest),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

.  The  application  indicates  that  the 
Jackson  ftairie  Storage  Project  ‘  is  an 
aquifer  type  storage  area  which 
provides  storage  capacity  for  the 
rendition  of  a  special  winter  peaking 
service  by  Northwest  pursuant  to  its 
Rate  Schedule  SGS-1  in  its  FERC  Tariff 
Original  Volume  No.  1. 

The  project  is  authorized  to  deliver  up 
to  300,000  Mcf  daily,  with  an  additional 
best  efforts  increment  of  71,800  Mcf,  for 
a  combined  daily  capability  of  371,800 
Mcf.  including  both  firm  and  best  efforts 
gas.  The  project  is  further  authorized  on 
a  temporary  basis  to  deliver  up  to 
10,800,000  Mcf  during  a  seasonal  period, 
commencing  October  1  of  each  year  and 
continuing  through  the  succeeding  April 
30. 

Washington  asserts  that  Northwest 
also  purchases  storage  capacity  from 
Mountain  Fuel  Resources  Inc.  in  the 
Clay  Basin  Storage  Field.  Washington 
has  been  informed  that  Mountain  Fuel 
Resources  Inc.  and  Northwest  are 
presently  authorized  to  utilize  Clay 
Basin  for  the  withdrawal  of  up  to  150,000 
Mcf  per  day  and  20,000,000  Mcf 
seasonally.  As  a  result  of  improved 
Canadian  gas  deliveries.  Northwest 
determined  that  it  could  fulfill  the 
request  of  a  number  of  its  customers  for 
additional  gas  volumes  in  the  winter 
months.  In  order  to  provide  such 
volumes  Northwest  proposed  to  convert 
a  portion  of  the  Clay  Basin  storage 
capability  and  to  provide  such  volumes 
under  a  Winter  Service  Rate  Schedule. 
To  assure  that  Northwest  has  sufficient 
storage  capability  to  protect  its  firm 
contract  demands.  Northwest 
determined  that  with  75,000  Mcf  of  daily 
deliverability  and  a  seasonal  capability 
of  2,000,000  Mcf  it  could  effectively 
protect  its  firm  peak  day  requirements. 
Therefore,  Northwest  has  made  the 
necessary  arrangements  to  utilize  the 
Jackson  ftairie  Storage  Project  for  this 
purpose  as  well  as  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  storage  service  pursuant  to 
Northwest’s  SGS-1  Rate  Schedule. 


'  Washington.  Northwest  and  The  Washington 
Water  Power  Company  are  joint  and  equal 
undivided  owners  in  the  Jackson  Prairie  Project  and 
Washington  acts  as  operator  of  the  project 


The  utilization  of  Jackson  Prairie  by 
Northwest  for  its  account  would  require 
that  Washington  store  and  deliver  to 
Northwest  up  to  2,000,000  Mcf  on  a 
seasonal  basis.  At  least  1,000,000  Mcf  of 
this  is  to  be  in  place  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  the  heating  season, 
with  the  1,000,000  Mcf  to  be  injected  by 
Northwest  during  off  peak  periods  of  the 
winter  season  as  space  is  provided. 
Winter  service  would  require  an 
increase  in  firm  deliverability  of  25,000 
Mcf  per  day,  increasing  the  presently 
authorized  level  of  300,000  Mcf  per  day 
to  325,000  Mcf  ppr  day. 

Washington  requests  authorization  to 
operate  the  Jackson  Prairie  Storage 
Project  so  as  to  be  able  to  increase 
deliveries  to  Northwest  of  seasonal 
working  gas  quantities,  beginning  with 
1979/80  heating  season  until  April  30, 
1982,  from  the  present  authorized  level 
of  10,800,000  Mcf  to  12,800,000  Mcf  and 
to  increase  the  authorized  maximum 
daily  delivery  rate  from  300,000  Mcf, 
with  an  additional  best  efforts 
increment  of  71,800  Mcf  to  325,000  Mcf, 
with  an  additional  best  efforts 
increment  of  71,800  Mcf. 

No  additional  facilities  are  required 
and  there  are  no  costs  associated  with 
this  operation. 

In  order  to  increase  the  capability  of 
the  Storage  Project  to  achieve  the 
expanded  seasonal  quantities  as 
proposed,  it  is  indicated  that  the  total 
storage  inventory  would  increase  to  not 
less  than  29,900,000  Mcf,  comprised  of 
the  cushion  gas  in  the  storage  of  not  less 
than  18,100,000  Mcf.  The  seasonal 
working  gas  quantity  would  be 
established  at  12,800,000  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before 
September  18, 1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 


Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Washington  to  appear 
or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-26255  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No  ER79-630] 

The  Washington  Water  Power  Co.; 
Filing 

September  6, 1979 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  31, 1979, 
The  Washington  Water  Power  Company 
(Washington)  tendered  for  filing  a 
transmission  rate  for  power  transfers 
through  its  system.  This  transmission 
rate  is  to  apply  to  those  wheeling 
transactions  that  are  not  provided  for 
under  existing  tariffs. 

Washington  further  states  that  the 
rate  for  power  transfers  is  0,75  mill  per 
kilowatt-hour  plus  losses. 

Washington  proposes  an  effective 
date  of  November  1, 1979. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10)  should  be  Hied  on  or  before 
September  26, 1979.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28243  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  1315-71 

Science  Advisory  Board  Executive 
Committee 

Subcommittee  on  Toxic  Substances; 
Open  Meeting 

Undtsr  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  one-day  meeting  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Toxic  Substances  of 
the  Science  Advisory  Board  will  be  held 
on  Friday,  October  19, 1979,  in  Room 
1101  (West  Tower),  Waterside  Mall,  401 
M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
Meeting  will  start  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  Subcommittee  will  be  meeting  for 
the  fifth  time,  the  purpose  being  to 
review  health  effects  test  standards 
proposed  by  the  Office  of  Toxic 
Substances,  and  to  discuss  research 
activities  required  to  support  regulatory 
decisions  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the 
Toxic  Substances  Control  Act. 

The  Meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public 
wishing  to  attend  or  submit  a  paper 
should  contact  the  Science  Advisory 
Board  (A-101),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  by  c.o.b.  October  16, 1979.  Please 
ask  for  Dr.  Richard  A.  Rhoden.  The 
telephone  number  is  (202)  472-3026. 

Dr.  Richard  M.  Dowd, 

Staff  Director,  Science  Advisory  Board. 
September  5, 1979. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28288  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  ami 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

[FDAA-576-DR;  Docket  No.  NFD  738] 

Alabama;  Ame'  iment  to  Notice  of 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice 

summary:  This  Notice  amends  the 
Notice  of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State 
of  Alabama  (FDAA-578-DR),  dated 
April  18, 1979. 
date:  August  28. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sewall  H.  E.  )ohnson.  Disaster  Response 
and  Recovery,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20472  (202)  634-7825. 

NOTICE:  The  Notice  of  a  major  disaster 
for  the  State  of  Alabama  dated  April  18, 
1979,  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  areas  among  those  areas 
determined  to  have  been  affected 


adversely  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  April  18, 1979. 

For  Federal  assistance  to  disaster- 
damaged  public  schools  under  Public 
Law  81-815  and  Public  Law  81-874,  as 
appropriate,  in  addition  to  Individual 
Assistance  under  Public  Law  93-288  as 
designated  previously  on  April  18, 1979, 
the  Counties  of:  Jefferson  and  Marshall. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance;  No.  13.477, 
School  Construction,  and  No.  13.478,  School 
Maintenance  and  Operation  Assistance.) 
William  H.  Wilcox, 

Acting  Director,  Disaster  Response  and 
Recovery,  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

(FR  Doc  79-28166  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-22-M 


[FL..1A-594-DR;  Docket  No.  NFD-736] 

California;  Amendment  to  Notice  of 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  Notice  amends  the 
Notice  of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State 
of  California  (FEMA-594-DR),  dated 
July  27, 1979. 
dated:  August  23, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sewall  H.  E.  Johnson,  Disaster  Response 
and  Recovery,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20472 (202) 634-7825. 
notice:  The  Notice  of  a  major  disaster 
for  the  State  of  California  dated  July  27, 
1979,  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  area  among  those  areas 
determined  to  have  been  adversely 
affected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  July  27, 1979. 

For  Public  Assistance  in  addition  to 
Individual  Assistance:  Riverside  County. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701.  Disaster  Assistance.) 

William  H.  Wilcox, 

Acting  Director,  Disaster  Response  and 
Recovery,  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28167  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-22-M 


[FEMA-596-DR;  Docket  No.  NFD-7371 

Indiana;  Amendment  to  Notice  of 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency 
action:  Notice 
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summary:  This  Notice  amends  the 
Notice  of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State 
of  Indiana  (FEMA-596-DR),  dated  July 
31, 1979. 

dated:  August  23, 1979 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Sewall  H.  E.  Johnson,  Disaster  Response 
and  Recovery,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20472  (202)  634-7825. 

NOTICE:  The  Notice  of  a  major  disaster 
for  the  State  of  Indiana  dated  July  31, 
1979,  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  area  among  those  areas 
determined  to  have  been  adversely 
affected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  July  31, 1979. 

The  following  County  for  Public 
Assistance  only: 

Posey. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

William  H.  Wilcox, 

Acting  Director,  Disaster  Response  and 
Recovery,  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28168  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4210-22-M 


FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  AGING 

Amended  Notice  of  Meeting-Change  in 
Location 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  change 
in  location  of  the  meeting  of  the  Federal 
Council  on  the  Aging  originally 
scheduled  for  September  12, 1979  in 
Room  1813,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  Building,  200  C  Street, 
S.W.  The  new  location  is  Room  3906, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Building,  401  M  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Further  information  on  the  Federal 
Council  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging, 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  telephone  (202) 
245-0441.  FCA  meetings  are  open  for 
public  observation. 

Dated:  September  6, 1979. 

Nelson  H.  Cniikshank, 

Chairman,  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging 

|FR  Doc.  79-28286  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-92-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

American  Security  Corp.;  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  American  Security 
Financial  Services 

American  Security  Corporation, 
Washington,  D.C.,  has  applied,  pursuant 
to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  18432(c)(8))  and 
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S  225.4(b)(i0  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  §  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
acquire  voting  shares  of  American 
Security  Financial  Services,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the 
activities  of  a  consumer  finance 
company,  make  first  mortgage  loans,  sell 
credit  life,  accident  and  health  insurance 
directly  related  to  its  extensions  of 
credit,  and  sell  travelers  checks,  money 
orders  and  savings  bonds.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  §  225.4(b).  Applicant  also 
states  that  the  proposed  subsidiary 
would  offer  Applicant’s  debentures  for 
sale  to  the  public  and  cash  checks  for  its 
customers.  These  activities  would  be 
performed  from  offices  of  Applicant’s 
subsidiary  to  be  located  in  Bethesda, 
Maryland  and  Arlington  County, 
Virginia,  and  the  geographic  areas  to  be 
served  are  the  Maryland  and  Virginia 
suburbs  of  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
request  for  as  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writting  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  October  1, 1979. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28169  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

-  The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indireclty,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
October  5, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago, 
230  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60690: 

Security  Agency,  Inc.,  Decorah,  Iowa 
(personal  property  leasing  activities: 
Iowa):  to  engage,  through  its  subsidiary. 
Security  Leasing  Company,  Inc.,  in 
making  leases  of  personal  property  in 
accordance  with  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y.  This  activity  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Decorah,  Iowa,  serving 
Winneshiek  County,  Iowa. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  5, 1979. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28170  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am| 
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Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1843(c)(8)) 
and  section  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  C.F.R.  §  225.4(b)(1)),  for 
permission  to  engage  de  novo  (or 
continue  to  engage  in  an  activity  earlier 
commenced  de  novo),  directly  or 
indirectly,  solely  in  the  activities 
indicated,  which  have  been  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
October  4, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond,  701  East  Byrd  Street, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261: 

Maryland  National  Corporation, 
Baltimore  Maryland  (financing 
activities:  Pennsylvania):  to  engage, 
through  its  subsidiary,  Maryland 
National  Industrial  Finance  Corporation, 
in  making  and  servicing  commercial 
loans  and  in  acting  as  advisor  or  broker 
in  commercial  loan  transactions.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania, 
serving  western  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Kentucky,  and 
other  states  in  the  Midwest. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 
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Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-28171  Filed  9-10-79;  8.45  am] 

BtLUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
October  4, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia.  100  North  6th  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19105: 

1.  Philadelphia  National  Corporation, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  (mortgage 
banking  and  insurance  activities;  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Vermont):  to 
engage,  through  its  subsidiary.  Signal 
Mortgage- Corporation,  in  mortgage 
banking  activities  and  in  selling 
casualty,  credit  life,  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  directly  related  to 
its  extensions  of  credit  at  a  proposed 
new  office  located  in  East  Palestine, 


Ohio  serving  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  and  Vermont. 

2.  Philadelphia  National  Corporation, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  (insurance 
activities:  Ohio);  to  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary.  Signal  Mortgage 
Corporation,  in  Selling  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  to  borrowers  in 
connection  with  loans  made  pursuant  to 
Signal  Mortgage  Corporation’s  second 
mortgage  lending  business.  Such 
insurance  would  be  offered  at  offices  in 
Bowling  Green,  Mentor,  Sandusky, 

Stow,  and  North  Olmstead,  Ohio  in  the 
portions  of  Ohio  within  an  approximate 
50  mile  radius  of  each  office. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(ITR  Doc.  79-28172  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  .im] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
ai\  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 


they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
October  1, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York,  33  Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New 
York  10045: 

1.  CHEMICAL  NEW  YORK 
CORPORATION,  New  York,  New  York 
(financing  and  insurance  activities; 
California):  to  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary,  Sunamerica  Corporation,  in 
making  direct  loans,  including  loans 
secured  by  real  and  personal  property, 
purchasing  installment  sales  contracts, 
and  acting  as  agent  or  broker  for  the 
sale  of  life,  accident  and  health  and 
property  and  casualty  insurance  directly 
related  to  such  extensions  of  credit. 

These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  San  Mateo,  California, 
servicing  the  northeast  and  southeast 
sections  of  the  city.  This  application  is 
for  the  relocation  of  an  office  within  the 
same  city. 

2.  CHEMICAL  NEW  YORK 
CORPORATION,  New  York,  New  York 
(financing  and  insurance  activities; 
Arizona):  to  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary,  Sunamerica  Corporation,  in 
making  direct  loans,  including  loans 
secured  by  real  and  personal  property, 
purchasing  installment  sales  contracts, 
and  acting  as  agent  or  broker  for  the 
sale  for  life,  accident  and  health  and 
property  and  casualty  insurance  directly 
related  to  such  extensions  of  credit. 
These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Phoenix,  Arizona, 
serving  the  northwest  section  of  the  city 
as  well  as  the  suburb  of  Glendale, 
Arizona.  The  credit  life  and  credit 
accident  and  health  insurance  would  be 
reinsured  through  Sun  States  Life  and 
Great  Lakes  Insurance  Companies, 
subsidiaries  of  Sunamerica  Corporation. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28173  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
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determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected,  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices."  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
October  1, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia,  100  North  6th  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19105; 

PHILADELPHIA  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION.  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania  (financing  and  insurance 
activities:  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania):  to  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary  Signal  Finance  of  New 
Castle,  Inc.,  in  making  installment  loans 
for  personal,  family  and  household 
purposes;  purchasing  sales  finance 
contracts  executed  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  personal,  family  and 
household  goods  or  services;  selling 
credit  life,  health  and  accident  insurance 
in  connection  with  certain  installment 
loans  made  and  sales  finance  contracts 
purchased  and  reinsuring  such 
insurance  through  Applicant’s  indirect 
subsidiaries,  Patrick  Henry  Life 
Insurance  Company  and  Patrick  Henry 
Insurance  Company.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  in  an  office  in  New 
Castle,  Delaware,  serving  Delaware  and 
contiguous  portions  of  Maryland  and 
Pennsylvania. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland, 
1465  East  Sixth  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44101: 

MELLON  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION,  Pittsburgh. 
Pennsylvania  (mortgage  banking,  loans 
servicing  and  insurance  activities;  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois):  to 


engage,  through  a  subsidiary,  Mellon 
Mortgage  Inc.-East,  in  making  or 
acquiring  for  its  own  account  and  the 
account  of  others,  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  as  would  be  made 
by  a  mortgage  company:  servicing  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  for  non- 
affiliated  institutional  investors:  and 
placing  mortgage  redemption,  health  and 
accident  insurance  for  persons  whose 
mortgage  loans  are  owned  or  serviced 
by  the  company.  These  activities  would 
be  conducted  at  offices  in  Cleveland, 
Canton,  Columbus,  Cinncinnati,  and 
Dayton,  Ohio,  Indianapolis,  Indiana; 
Chicago,  Illinois,  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania.  These  services  would  be 
provided  in  those  states  where  the 
above  offices  are  located. 

C.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28174  Piled  9-10-79;  6:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Beltway  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Beltway  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842  (a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  Beltway  Bank, 
Houston,  Texas.  'The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  3, 1979, 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc  79-28175  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


Citizens  Bancshares  Corp.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Citizens  Bancshares  Corporation, 
Jonesboro,  Arkansas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  83  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Citizens  Bank  of 
Jonesboro,  Jonesboro,  Arkansas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  September  27. 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28178  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BiLUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Dakota  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Red  River  Acceptance, 
Inc. 

Dakota  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Fargo,  North 
Dakota,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  section 
4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  §  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
acquire  voting  shares  of  Red  River 
Acceptance,  Inc.,  Fargo,  North  Dakota. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the 
activities  of  a  small  loan  and  consumer 
finance  company.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  an  office  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Fargo,  North 
Dakota,  and  the  geographic  area  to  be 
served  is  the  city  of  Fargo  and  the 
surrounding  North  Dakota  area.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  section  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y 
as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  section  225.4tb). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
beneHts  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
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convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  October  4, 1979. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

GrifHth  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28177  Filod  9-10-79,  8:45  dm] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

Exchange  Bank  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Exchange  Bank  Corporation,  Del  City, 
Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
'  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
'  qualifying  shares)  of  Exchange  National 
Bank  of  Del  City',  Del  City,  Oklahoma. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  Application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
tho  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  October  5, 1979. 
Any  comment  qn  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  5, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28178  Filed  9-10-79  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

First  M  &  F  Corp.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

First  M  &  F  Corporation,  Kosciusko, 
Mississippi,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  accquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Merchants 
&  Farmers  Bank,  Kosciusko,  Mississippi. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  for  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  1, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  5, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28179  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Hampton  Baneshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Hampton  Baneshares,  Inc.,  Hampton, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  90  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  State  Bank  of  Hampton, 
Hampton,  Minnesota.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
October  3, 1979.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 


a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  5, 1979. 

Gril^th  L  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28180  Filed  9-10-79  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Ionia  Baneshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Hoiding  Company 

Ionia  Baneshares,  Inc.,  Ionia, 

Missouri,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank  of 
Ionia,  Ionia,  Missouri.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  September  28, 

1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  28181  Filed  9-10-79  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Loot  Investment  Co.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Loof  Investment  Co.,  Grand  Junction, 
Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  93.8  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Peoples 
Trust  and  Savings  Bank,  Grand  Junction, 
Iowa.  The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
§  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
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application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  September  27. 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

GrifHth  L.  Garwood, 

DeputySecretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28182  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Merkel  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Merkel  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Merkel, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The 
Farmers  and  Merchants  National  Bank 
of  Merkel,  Merkel,  Texas.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  4, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Rese  rve 
System.  September  4. 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  af  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28183  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Mid-Nebraska  Co.,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Mid-Nebraska  Co.,  Inc.,  Kearney, 
Nebraska,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  (less 
directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Kearney  State  Bank, 
Kearney,  Nebraska.  The  factors  that  are 


considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  ofhces  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  September  27, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

GrifFitb  L  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28184  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Old  Kent  Financial  Corp.,  Acquisition 
of  Bank 

Old  Kent  Financial  Corporation  Grand 
R  apids,  Michigan,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
consolidation  to  State  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  of  Petoskey,  Petoskey, 
Michigan.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  1, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

GrifFith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  af  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28185  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Sabrina  Properties,  N.V.;  Pan 
Properties,  N.V.,  Eagle  National 
Holding  Co.,  Inc.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Companies 

Sabrina  Properties,  N.V.,  Curacao, 
Netherlands  Antilles,  Pan  Properties, 
N.V.,  Curacao,  Netherlands  Antilles,  and 
Eagle  National  Holding  Company,  Inc., 
Miami,  Florida,  have  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  [12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  bank  holding 
companies  by  acquiring  81.2  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Central  National 
Bank  of  Miami,  Miami,  Florida.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Fedeal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  October  4, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28166  Filed  9-19-79,  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Town  Financial  Corp.;  Proposed 
Retention  of  Town  Finance  Co.,  Inc. 

Town  Financial  Corporation.  Hartford 
City,  Indiana,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1843(c)(8)) 
and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  §  225.4(b)(2)),  for 
permission  to  retain  voting  shares  of 
Town  Finance  Company,  Inc.,  Hartford 
City,  Indiana. 

Applicant  states  that  the  subsidiary 
engages  in  making  consumer  loans, 
financing  retail  installment  sales 
contracts,  and  issuing  credit  life  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance  in 
connection  with  extensions  of  credit. 
These  activities  are  performed  from 
offices  of  Applicant’s  subsidiary  in 
Hartford  City,  Logansport,  Muncie,  Tell 
City,  Auburn,  Bluffton,  and  Columbia 
City,  Indiana;  and  Albion,  Big  Rapids, 
Charlotte,  Dowagiac,  Grand  Ledge, 
Holland,  and  Monroe,  Michigan.  The 
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geographic  areas  to  be  served  are  the 
counties  in  Indiana  and  Michigan  in 
which  the  offices  listed  above  are 
located.  Such  activities  have  been 
specified  by  the  Board  in  section 
225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
"reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  siunmarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  October  4, 1979. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  4, 1979. 

GrifFith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

Doc.  79-28187  Filed  9-10-79;  8;45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Trader’s  Holding  Co.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Trader’s  Holding  Company, 
Tullahoma,  Tennessee,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  84  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Trader's 
National  Bank,  Tullahoma,  Tennessee. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 


System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  October  1, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

•  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  30, 1979. 

GrifHth  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28188  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  em] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Trans  Texas  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Trans  Texas  Bancorporation,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  West  El  Paso 
National  Bank,  El  Paso,  Texas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  1, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc,79-28189  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Trust  Co.  of  Georgia;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Trust  Company  of  Georgia,  Atlanta, 
Georgia,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C, 

§  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The 
Citizens  Bank,  Douglasville,  Georgia. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 


on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boarf  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  1, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a' 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-281«)  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Utah  Bancorporation;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Utah  Bancorporation,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  Valley  Central 
Bank,  Richfield,  Utah.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank  to  be  received  not  later  than 
October  1, 1979.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  August  31, 1979. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28191  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

Title  I,  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act;  Intent  of  Waive  Certain 
Title  I,  ESEA,  Statutory  Requirements 
for  American  Samoa  Beginning  on  July 
1, 1979. 

agency:  Office  of  Education.  HEW. 
action:  Notice  of  intent. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  effective  date  of 
this  notice  is  October  11. 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Division  of  Education  for 
the  Disadvantaged.  U.S.  Office  of 
Education.  400  Maryland  Avenue.  S.W., 
(Room  3642-E.  ROB-3).  Washington. 

D.C.  20202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mrs.  Genevieve  Dane.  (202)  245-2506. 
summary:  Notice  is  given  that,  under 
section  1004(a)  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965  (as 
amended  by  the  Education  Amendments 
of  1978).  the  Commissioner  intends  to 
waive  the  applicability  of  certain  title  I. 
ESEA.  requirements  to  the  American 
Samoa  Department  of  Education 
beginning  July  1. 1979.  In  addition  to 
identifying  the  title  I  requirements  that 
the  Commissioner  intends  to  waive,  this 
notice  sets  forth  the  terms  and 
conditions  upon  which  the 
Commissioner  intends  to  grant  the 
waiver. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Authority  for  Granting  a  Waiver 

The  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965  was  recently 
amended  by  the  Education  Amendments 
of  1978,  to  authorize  the  Commissioner 
to  waive  certain  title  I,  ESEA, 
requirements  for  American  Samoa.  In 
particular,  section  1004(a)(1)  of  the  Act 
states  the  “(i)f  the  Commissioner 
determines  that  compliance  wHh  any  of 
the  requirements  of  this  Act 
by  .  .  .  American  Samoa,  ...  is 
impractical  or  inappropriate  because  of 
conditions  or  circumstances  particular 
to  that  jurisdiction,  he  may  waive  any  of 
those  requirements  upon  the  request  of 
the  State  educational  agency." 

B.  Waiver  Request 

On  May  18, 1979,  the  American  Samoa 
Department  of  Education  requested  the 
Commissioner  to  waive  the  applicability 
of  certain  title  I  requirements  to  all  title  I 
funds  obligated  by  the  Department 
beginning  on  July  1, 1979.  This  waiver 
request  identifies  the  requirements 
contained  in,  or  based  upon,  the 
following  sections  of  the  title  I  statutes 
as  those  for  which  it  is  seeking  a  waiver: 


Section  123(a) 

Section  124(a] 

Section  124(b) 

Section  124(g)(1) 

Section  183(f) 

Section  124(j) 

Section  125 
Section  128 
Section  168 
Section  171(a)(5) 

The  May  18, 1979,  waiver  request 
clearly  describes  why  the  title  I 
requirements  listed  above  are 
impractical  or  inappropriate  in  light  of 
conditions  in  American  Samoa.  In 
general,  the  request  is  based  upon  the 
widespread  poverty  and  educational 
deprivation  that  exists  throughout  the 
Island.  By  seeking  a  waiver  for  some  of 
the  “categorical”  requirements  of  title  I, 
the  American  Samoa  Department  of 
Education  hopes  to  be  permitted  to  use 
title  I  funds  for  activities  that  are 
designated  to  upgrade  the  entire  system. 

C.  Management  Plan 

Section  1004(a)(2)  of  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965 
provides  that  any  waiver  of  title  I 
requirements  for  American  Samoa  must 
“.  .  .  be  subject  to  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  Commissioner  deems 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  including  the  submission  by  the 
jurisdiction  concerned  of  a  plan  for  the 
management  of  the  funds  provided 
under  this  Act,  in  order  to  insure  that 
those  funds  are  used  in  a  manner 
designed  to  achieve  the  purposes  of  this 
Act." 

In  accordance  with  section  1004(a)(2), 
the  American  Samoa  Department  of 
Education  submitted  a  management  plan 
in  conjunction  with  its  May  18, 1979, 
waiver  request.  The  management  plan 
indicates  how  the  total  title  I  funds 
(approximately  $1,785,150)  will  be 
obligated  by  the  American  Samoa 
Department  of  Education  during  the 
period  covered  by  the  waiver.  Title  I 
funds  will  be  used  to  combine  a  variety 
of  federally-funded  English  development 
programs  into  a  comprehensive  program 
for  English-as-a-Second  Language  for  all 
children  in  grades  1-12.  Because 
virtually  all  Samoan  children  experience 
difficulty  with  the  basic  skills  of  English 
communication  they  are  at  a,  serious 
educational  disadvantage  when  asked 
to  function  in  the  totally  English 
curriculum.  The  American  Samoa 
Department  of  Education  has  made  a 
convincing  case  that  since  the  vast 
majority  of  elementary  and  secondary 
school  students  in  American  Samoa  are 
eligible  for  title  I  services,  the 
improvements  resulting  from  the 
consolidated  and  expanded  English 


language  program  will  be  of  significant 
benefit  to  title  I  children. 

D.  Notice  of  the  Commissioner’s  Intent 
to  Grant  a  Waiver 

Section  1004(a)(1)  of  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965 
requires  that  at  least  30  days  prior  to 
approving  any  such  request  for  a 
waiver,  the  Commissioner  shall 
".  .  .  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  his  intent  to  grant  such  waiver 
and  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  such  a  w^ver  will  be  granted.” 

In  accordance  with  the  above 
requirement,  notice  is  hereby  given  that, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
described  below,  the  Commissioner 
intends  to  waive  the  requirements 
contained  in  the  following  sections  of 
the  title  I  statute  beginning  July  1, 1979: 
123(a).  124(a).  124(b).  124(g)(1).  183(f). 
124(j).  125, 128, 168,  and  171(a)(5).  As 
requested  by  the  American  Samoa 
Department  of  Education,  the 
Commissioner  also  intends  to  exempt 
American  Samoa  from  any  regulations 
or  guidelines  that  are  promulgated  to 
implement  or  interpret  those  sections. 

In  addition,  the  American  Samoa 
Department  of  Education’s  obligation  to 
monitor  and  enforce  compliance  with 
title  I  requirements  will  be  limited  to 
those  requirements  that  are  not  waived. 
Unless  the  Commissioner  publishes 
further  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  his 
approval  of  American  Samoa’s  May  18, 
1979,  waiver  request  will  be  granted  on 
the  thirtieth  day  after  publication  of  this 
notice  of  intent  to  waive. 

E.  Terms  and  Conditions  Upon  Which 
the  Commissioner  Intends  to  Grant  a 
Waiver 

The  Commissioner  intends  to  approve 
the  request  for  a  waiver  only  if  the 
American  Samoa  Department  of 
Education  formally  agrees  to  comply 
with  the  following  terms  and  conditions: 

(1)  All  title  I  funds  that  are  obligated 
by  the  American  Samoa  Department  of 
Education  during  the  period  covered  by 
the  waiver  must  be  spent  in  accordance 
with — 

(a)  All  applicable  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements,  except  those 
title  I  requirements  that  are  specifically 
identified  in  the  waiver; 

(b)  These  terms  and  conditions: 

(c)  The  management  plan  that  was 
submitted  in  conjunction  with  the  May 
18, 1979  waiver  request,  or  amendments 
to  that  plan  have  been  approved  by  the 
Commissioner;  and 

(d)  Annual  title  I  budgets  which  have 
been  submitted  to  and  approved  by  the 
Commissioner  on  such  dates  as  the 
Commissioner  may  determine. 
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(2)  The  American  Samoa  Department 
of  Education  must,  on  or  before 
September  30  of  each  year — beginning 
on  September  30, 1980 — submit  an 
annual  report  to  the  Commissioner 
which — 

(a)  Indicates  how  all  title  I  funds  have 
been  spent  during  that  fiscal  year; 

(b)  Describes  the  results  and 
effectiveness  of  the  title  I  program 
during  that  fiscal  year; 

(c)  Identifies  which,  if  any,  title  I 
requirements  the  Commissioner  should 
continue  to  waive;  and 

(d)  Indicates  why  the  title  I 
requirements  which  the  Commissioner  is 
requested  to  continue  to  waive  are 
impractical  or  inappropriate. 

F.  Opportunity  for  Public  Comment 

The  Commissiner  invites  public 
comments  on  this  notice  of  intent  to 
waive  certain  title  I  requirements  for 
American  Samoa.  Interested  persons 
may  send  written  comments  to  Mrs. 
Genevieve  Dane,  at  the  address  at  the 
beginning  of  this  notice.  All  comments 
must  be  received  on  or  before  October 
11, 1979. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.428  Educationally  Deprived  Children  Local 
Educational  Agencies.) 

Dated:  August  31, 1979. 

John  Ellis, 

Executive  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Educational  Programs. 

P’S  D<)c.  79-28277  Filed  9-10-79:  8:'1,‘)  am| 
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National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children; 
Meeting  Postponed/Rescheduled 

This  notice  is  to  amend  the  notice  of 
the  meeting  of  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  the  Education  of 
Disadvantaged  Children  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Wednesday,  August  29, 1979.  The 
Council  meeting  which  was  scheduled  to 
be  held  on  September  14-15, 1979,  has 
been  postponed  to  October  19-20, 1979. 
The  meeting  times  and  location  will 
remain  the  same. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children  is 
established  under  section  148  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  (20  U.S.C.  2411)  to  advise  the 
President  and  the  Congress  on  the 
effectiveness  of  compensatory  education 
to  improve  the  educational  attainment  of 
disadvantaged  children. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  For  any  additional  information 
regarding  the  above  meeting,  please 


contact  Mrs.  Lisa  Haywood  at  202/724- 
0114. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  September 
7, 1979. 

Gloria  B.  Strickland, 

Acting  Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28381  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 
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Food  and  Drug  Administration 

Consumer  Participation;  Open  Meeting 
agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice. _ 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  a 
forthcoming  consumer  exchange  meeting 
to  be  chaired  by  John  Taylor,  District 
Director,  Boston  District  Office,  Boston, 
MA. 

DATE:  The  meeting  will  be  held  from  10 
a.m.  to  12:30  p.m.  on  Monday,  September 
24, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  2d 
floor  Conference  Room,  585  Commercial 
St.,  Boston,  MA. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Yolan  L.  Harsanyi,  Consumer  Affairs 
Officer,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  585  Commercial  St.,  Boston, 

MA  02109,  617-223-5857. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  encourage 
dialogue  between  consumers  and  FDA 
officials,  to  identify  and  set  priorities  for 
current  and  future  health  concerns,  to 
enhance  relationships  between  local 
consumers  and  FDA’s  Boston  District 
Office,  and  to  contribute  to  the  agency’s 
policymaking  decisions  on  vital  issues. 

Dated:  September  5. 1979. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

1™  Doc.  79-28140  Filed  9-10-79;  8:15  oir.| 
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Consumer  Participation;  Open  Meeting 
AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  a 
forthcoming  consumer  exchange  meeting 
to  be  chaired  by  James  A.  Anderson, 
District  Director,  Kansas  City  District 
Office,  Kansas  City,  MO, 

DATE:  The  meeting  will  be  held  from  9:.30 
a.m.  to  12  m.,  on  Thursday, 

September  27, 1979. 


ADDRESS:  'The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Conference  Room,  1009  Cherry  St., 
Kansas  City,  MO. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lorena  A.  Meyers,  Consumer  Affairs 
Officer,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  1009  Cherry  St.,  Kansas  City, 
MO.  64106,  816-374-3817. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  encourage 
dialogue  between  consumers  and  FDA 
officials,  to  identify  and  set  priorities  for 
current  and  future  health  concerns,  to 
enhance  relationships  between  local 
consumers  and  FDA’s  Kansas  City 
District  Office,  and  to  contribute  to  the 
agency’s  policymaking  decisions  on  vital 
issues. 

Dated:  September  5, 1979. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28141  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  iim) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M  ^ 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Meeting  of  the  Secretary’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Rights  and 
Responsibilities  of  Women 

The  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women,  which  is  established  to  provide 
advice  to  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  on  the  impact  of 
the  policies,  programs,  and  activities  of 
the  Department  on  the  status  of  women 
will  hold  its  Family  Policy  Task  Force 
meeting  on  Thursday,  October  4, 1979 
from  9:00  A.M.  to  4:00  P.M.  The  meeting 
will  be  held  in  Room  4131  North 
Building,  .330  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  agenda  will 
include  family  policy  issues  on  social 
security,  domestic  violence  and  W'hite 
House  Conference  on  Families. 

Further  information  on  the  Committee 
may  be  obtained  from:  Cheryl 
Yamamoto,  Executive  Secretary, 
telephone  202-245-8454.  These  meetings 
are  open  to  the  public. 

DATE:  September  6, 1979. 

Cheryl  Yamamoto, 

Executive  Secretary,  Secretary’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities 
of  Women. 

|KR  Doc.  79-28287  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Assiniboine  and  Sioux  Tribes  Fort 
Peck  Indian  Reservation,  Poplar, 

Mont.;  Transfer  of  Federally  Owned 
Lands 

This  notice  is  published  in  exercise  of 
authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  the  Assistant  Secretary — 
Indian  Affairs  by  209  DM  8. 

On  April  25. 1979,  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  in  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93- 
599  dated  January  2, 1975  (88  Stat.  1954), 
the  below-described  property  was 
transferred  by  the  Denver  Director,  Real 
Property  Division  of  the  General 
Services  Administration,  to  the  Area 
Director,  Billings  Area  Office,  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  without  reimbursement, 
to  be  held  in  trust  for  the  benefit  and  use 
of  the  Assiniboine  and  Sioux  Tribes, 

Fort  Peck  Indian  Reservation.  Poplar, 
Montana. 

Lots  3. 4,  5.  6,  7,  8. 11. 12, 13. 14. 15  and  16. 
Block  5  Second  Addition  to  Townsite  of 
Poplar,  Roosevelt  County,  Montana, 
containing  1.80  Acres. 

These  Lands  are  to' be  treated  as  and 
receive  the  same  benefits  and  protection 
as  other  trust  lands  held  for  the  benefit 
and  use  of  the  Assiniboine  and  Sioux 
Tribes.  Appropriate  notation  will  be 
made  in  the  land  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs. 

Forrest  J.  Gerard, 

Assistant  Secretary — Indian  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  28222  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am| 
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Ramapough  Mountain  Indians,  Inc.; 
Receipt  of  Petition  for  Federal 
Acknowledgment  of  Existence  as  an 
Indian  Tribe 

August  30, 1979 

This  notice  is  published  in  the 
exercise  of  authority  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary — Indian  Affairs  by  209  DM  8. 

Pursuant  to  25  CFR  54.8(a]  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Ramapough 
Mountain  Indians,  Inc.  (40  Malcolm 
Road,  Mahwah,  New  Jersey  07430)  has  . 
filed  a  petition  for  acknowledgment  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  the 
group  exists  as  an  Indian  tribe.  The 
petition  was  received  by  the  Bureau  of  ' 
Indian  Affairs  on  August  14, 1979.  The 
petition  was  forwarded  and  signed  by 
Mr.  Otto  Mann,  Jr. 

This  is  a  notice  of  receipt  of  petition 
and  does  not  constitute  notice  that  the 
petition  is  under  active  consideration. 
Notice  of  active  consideration  will  be  by 


mail  to  the  petitioner  and  other 
interested  parties  at  the  appropriate 
time. 

Under  Section  54.8(d)  of  the  Federal 
regulations,  interested  parties  may 
submit  factual  or  legal  arguments  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  group’s 
petition.  Any  information  submitted  will 
be  made  available  on  the  same  basis  as 
other  information  in  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  files. 

The  petition  may  be  examined  by 
appointment  in  the  Division  of  Tribal 
Government  Services,  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  Department  of  the  Interior,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20242. 

Forrest ).  Gerard, 

Assistant  Secretary — Indian  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28223  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[AA-14015] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

On  December  12, 1974,  Sealaska 
Corporation  filed  selection  application 
AA-14015,  later  amended,  under  the 
provisions  of  sec.  14(h)(8)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  (ANCSA) 
of  December  18, 1971,  as  amended  (85 
Stat.  688,  705;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 1613(h)(8) 
(1976)),  for  the  surface  and  subsurface 
estates  of  certain  lands  that  were 
withdrawn  pursuant  to  sec.  16(a]  for  the 
Native  villages  in  southeast  Alaska. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
application,  as  amended,  is  properly 
filed  and  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include  any 
lawful  entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
and  subsurface  estates  of  the  following 
described  lands,  selected  pursuant  to 
sec.  14(h)(8)  of  ANCSA,  as  amended, 
aggregating  approximately  1,286  acres, 
are  considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
Sealaska  Corporation  and  are  hereby 
approved  for  conveyance  pursuant  to 
sec.  14(h)(8)  of  ANCSA: 

The  Following  Lands  May  Be  Conveyed  By 
Patent 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  419B, 
Alaska,  known  as  the  Washington,  Indiana. 
New  York,  Geo.  W.,  High  Ore,  Green 
Mountain,  Brooklyn,  Oregon,  Alabama.  Sola. 
Iowa,  Ohio  and  New  Jersey  mill  sites,  situate 
in  the  Copper  Mountain  Mining  District. 

Continuing  52.05  acres. 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  5b2B, 
Alaska,  known  as  the  Jumbo  Nos.  3,  6.  7,  8- 


Scott,  10  and  11  mill  sites,  situate  in  the 
Copper  Mountain  Mining  District. 

Containing  33.267  acres. 

Mineral  Survey  1599,  Alaska,  known  as  the 
Goshen  Nos.  5  and  10  mill  sites,  situate  in  the 
Ketchikan  Mining  District. 

Containing  8.914  acres. 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  2208, 

Alaska,  known  as  the  Tim  Nos.  6  through  14, 

16  through  25,  27  through  39,  41  through  52,  55 
through  57  and  59  through  62  placer  claims, 
situate  in  the  Ketchikan  Mining  District. 

Containing  986.756  acres. 

Aggregating  1,080.987  acres. 

The  Following  Lands  May  Be  Conveyed  By 
Interim  Conveyance 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  419B, 
Alaska,  known  as  the  Chicago  and  Dakota 
mill  sites,  situate  in  the  Copper  Mountain 
Mining  District,  excluding  that  portion  within 
five  hundred  (500)  feet  of  the  center  of 
Reynolds  Creek  (Power  Project  Nos.  132, 186 
and  664). 

Containing  approximately  2.5  acres. 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  562B, 
Alaska,  known  as  the  Jumbo  Nos.  1,  2,  4  and 
5  mill  sites,  situate  in  the  Copper  Mountain 
Mining  District,  excluding  those  portions 
lying  within  patented  homestead  entry  No.  98 
(U.S.  Survey  1191). 

Containing  approximately  7  acres. 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  886,  Alaska, 
known  as  the  Wright  Nos.  3,  4,  5,  6,  7  and  8 
lode  claims,  situate  in  the  Ketchikan  Mining 
District,  which  lies  within  T.  77  S.,  R.  85  E., 
Copper  River  Meridian. 

Containing  approximately  73  acres. 

Mineral  Survey  1522B,  Alaska,  known  as 
the  Hetta  Mill  Site  No.  1,  situate  in  the 
Ketchikan  Mining  District,  excluding  that 
portion  which  lies  within  Mineral  Survey 
419B. 

Containing  approximately  0.5  acre. 

Mineral  Survey  1523B,  Alaska,  known  as 
Hetta  Mill  Sites  Nos.  2  and  3,  situate  in  the 
Ketchikan  Mining  District,  excluding  those 
portions  which  lie  within  Mineral  Survey 
419B  and  that  portion  of  the  Hetta  Mill  Site 
No.  3,  which  lies  within  five  hundred  (500) 
feet  of  the  center  of  Reynolds  Creek  (Power 
Project  Nos.  132, 186  and  664). 

Containing  approximately  2  acres. 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  1596, 
Alaska,  known  as  the  Goshen  Nos.  4.  5,  9  and 
10  lode  claims,  situate  in  the  Ketchikan 
Mining  District,  which  lies  within  Secs.  28 
and  33,  T.  76  S.,  R.  84  E.,  Copper  River 
Meridian. 

Containing  approximately  40  acres. 

That  portion  of  Mineral  Survey  2208, 
Alaska,  known  as  the  Tim  Nos.  1  through  5, 

15  and  58  placer  claims,  situate  in  the 
Ketchikan  Mining  District,  excluding  all 
portions  below  the  mean  high  tide  line. 

Containing  approximately  80  acres. 

Aggregating  approximately  205  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
and  subsurface  estates  of  the  lands 
described  above  shall  contain  the 
following  reservations  to  the  United 
States: 
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1.  Pursuant  to  sec.  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18. 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  708;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1616(b)  (1976)),  the 
following  public  easements,  referenced 
by  easement  identification  number  (EIN) 
on  the  easement  maps  attached  to  this 
document,  copies  of  which  will  be  found 
in  casefile  AA-18968.  are  reserved  to  the 
United  States.  All  easements  are  subject 
to  applicable  Federal,  State,  or 
municipal  corporation  regulation.  The 
following  is  a  listing  of  uses  allowed  for 
each  type  of  easement.  Any  uses  which 
are  not  specifically  listed  are  prohibited. 

60  Foot  Road — The  uses  allowed  on  a 
sixty  (60)  foot  wide  road  easement  are: 
travel  by  foot,  dogsleds,  animals, 
snowmobiles,  two  and  three-wheel 
vehicles,  small  and  large  all-terrain 
vehicles,  track  vehicles,  four-wheel 
drive  vehicles,  automobiles,  and  trucks. 

One  Acre  Site — The  uses  allowed  for 
a  site  easement  are:  vehicle  parking 
(e.g.,  aircraft,  boats,  ATV’s, 
snowmobiles,  cars,  trucks),  temporary 
camping,  and  loading  or  unloading. 
Temporary  camping,  loading,  or 
unloading  shall  be  limited  to  24  hours. 

a.  (EIN  48  G)  easement  sixty  (60)  feet 
in  width  for  an  existing  road  from  the 
shore  of  Hetta  Inlet  in  MS  562B,  Sec.  33, 
T.  76  S.,  R.  84  E.,  Copper  River  Meridian, 
easterly  to  public  lands.  The  uses 
allowed  are  those  listed  above  for  a 
sixty  (60)  foot  wide  road  easement. 

b.  (EIN  68  C5)  A  one  (1)  acre  site 
easement  upland  of  the  mean  high  tide 
line  in  MS  562B.  Sec.  33,  T.  76  S..  R.  84 
E.,  Copper  River  Meridian,  on  the  east 
shore  of  Hetta  Inlet.  The  uses  allowed 
are  those  listed  above  for  a  one  (1)  acre 
site. 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  unsurveyed 
lands  hereinabove  granted  after 
approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  official  plat  of 
survey  covering  such  lands: 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 
339,  341:  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2.  Sec.  6(g) 
(1976))),  contract,  permit,  right-of-way, 
or  easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him. 

Further,  pursuant  to  sec.  17(b)(2)  of 
the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688, 
708:  43  U.S.C.  1601, 1616(b)(2)  (1976)) 
(ANCSA),  and  valid  existing  right 
recognized  by  ANCSA  shall  continue  to 


have  whatever  right  of  access  as  is  now 
provided  for  under  existing  law:  and 

3.  Requirements  of  sec.  22(k)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  715:  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1621 (k)  (1976)),  that,  until 
December  18, 1983,  the  portion  of  the 
above-described  lands  located  within 
the  boundaries  of  a  national  forest  shall 
be  managed  under  the  principles  of 
sustained  yield  and  under  management 
practices  for  protection  and 
enhancement  of  environmental  quality 
no  less  stringent  than  sacli  management 
practices  on  adjacent  national  forest 
lands. 

Sealaska  Corporation  is  entitled  to 
conveyance  of  a  minimum  of  220,201 
acres  of  land  selected  pursuant  to  sec. 
14(h)(8)  of  ANCSA.  Together  with  the 
lands  herein  approved,  approximately 
161,835  acres  of  this  entitlement  have 
been  approved  for  conveyance:  the 
remaining  entitlement  will  be  conveyed 
at  a  later  date. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
above  described  lands. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
SOUTHEAST  ALASKA  EMPIRE 
(Juneau).  Any  party  claiming  a  property 
interest  in  lands  affected  by  this 
decision  may  appeal  the  decision  to  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal  Board, 
P.O.  Box  2433,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510 
with  a  copy  served  upon  both  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Alaska 
State  Office,  701  C  Street,  Box  13, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99513  and  the 
Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  Suite  408, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501,  also: 

1.  Any  party  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Any  unknown  parties,  any  parties 
unable  to  be  located  after  reasonable 
efforts  have  been  expended  to  locate, 
and  any  parties  who  failed  or  refused  to 
sign  the  return  receipt  shall  have  until 
October  11, 1979  to  file  an  appeal. 

3.  Any  party  or  unknown  who  may 
claim  a  property  interest  which  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  Filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 


of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  party  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  is:  Sealaska  Corporation.  One 
Sealaska  Plaza,  Juneau,  Alaska  99801. 
Sue  Wolf. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28209  FHed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-S4-M 


Scientific  Committee  of  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  Advisory 
Board;  Notice  and  Agenda  for  Meeting 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public  Law 
92-463,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  and  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget’s  Circular  A- 
63,  Revised. 

The  Scientific  Committee  of  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board  will 
meet  on  October  11, 1979,  from  10:00 
a.m.-4:00  p.m.,  and  on  October  12, 1979, 
from  9:00  a.m.-l:00  p.m.  in  Rooms  7000A 
&  B,  Department  of  the  Interior,  18th  &  C 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include  the  following  subjects: 

Committee  Organization 
Introduction  to  the  Environmental  Studies 
Program 

Status  Report  on  the  FY  1980  Environmental 
Studies  Program 

Report  from  the  Director's  (Bureau  of  Land 
Management)  Ad-Hoc  Committee  on 
Environmental  Studies 

The  meeting  of  this  Committee  is  open 
to  the  public.  Approximately  75  visitors 
can  be  accommodated  on  a  first-come/ 
first-served  basis-  All  inquiries 
concerning  this  meeting  should  be 
addressed  to:  Piet  deWitt,  Chief,  Branch 
of  Offshore  Studies  (543),  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240,  Telephone:  (202)  343-7744. 

Ed  Hastey, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Approved:  September  6, 1979. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|FR  Doc  79-28199  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am| 

BlUINQ  CODE  4310-S4-M 


Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places; 
Notification  of  Pending  Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following 
properties  being  considered  for  listing  in 
the  National  Register  were  received  by 
the  Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  Service  befgre  August  31. 
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1979.  Pursuant  to  §  60.13  of  36  CFR  Part 
60,  written  comments  concerning  the 
significance  of  these  properties  under 
the  National  Register  criteria  for 
evaluation  may  be  forwarded  to  the 
National  Register.  Heritage 
Conservation  and  Reservation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  20243.  Written  comments 
or  a  request  for  additional  time  to 
prepare  comments  should  be  submitted 
by  September  21, 1979. 

Charles  A.  Heirington, 

Acting  Keeper  of  the  National  Register. 

ALASKA 

Nome  Division 

Nome,  Discovery  Saloon,  1st.  and  D  Sts. 

CALIFORNIA 

Los  Angeles  County 

Los  Angeles,  Los  Angeles  Union  Passenger 
Terminal,  800  N.  Alameda  St. 

COLORADO 

El  Paso  County 

Colorado  Springs.  Chambers  Ranch,  3202 
Chambers  Way. 

Manilou  Springs.  Barker  House,  819  Manitou 
Ave. 

Manitou  Springs,  First  Congregational 
Church,  101  Pawnee  Ave. 

DELAWARE 

New  Castle  County 

Wilmington  vicinity,  Glynrich,  Mill  Rd.  and 
Race  St. 

IDAHO 

Bingham  County 

Blackfoot,  Idaho  Republican  Building,  167  W. 
Bridge  St. 

Oneida  County 

Malad  City,  United  Presbyterian  Church,  7.  S. 
Main  St. 

MARYLAND 

Baltimore  (independent  city) 

Sharp  Street  Memorial  United  Methodist 
Church,  508 — 516  Dolphin  St. 

Cecil  County 

Earleville,  Elf,  The  (yacht)  NE  of  Earleville. 
Harford  County 

Abingdon,  vicinity,  Woodside,  NW  of 
Abingdon  at  400  Singer  Rd. 

Talbot  County 

Bellevue.  Clay's  Hope.  Bellevue  Rd. 

Easton  vicinity,  Hope  Houses,  NW  of  Easton. 

Washington  County 

Sharpsburg  vicinity,  Wilson-Miller  Farm,  SW 
of  Sharpsburg. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Worcester  County 

Worcester.  WORCESTER  MULTIPLE 
RESOURCE  AREA.  This  nomination  includes 
the  following  properties: 


Main  Street  Railway  Office,  99-109  Main  St. 
Armsby  Block,  144-148  Main  St. 

Lincoln  Block,  201-205  Main  St. 

Elwood  Adams  Store,  156  Main  St. 

Old  State  Mutual,  240  Main  St. 

Mechanics  Hall  District,  properties  between 
282  and  343  Main  St. 
was  Bank,  365  Main  St. 

Slater  Building,  390  Main  St. 

Park  Building,  507  Main  St. 

Enterprise  Building,  540  Main  St. 

Colton's  Block,  588  Main  St. 

Franklin  Building.  550  Main  St. 

Babcock  Block,  600  Main  St. 

Worcester  Market  Building,  631  Main  St. 
Bancroft  Hotel,  50  Franklin  St. 

Stevens’  Building,  24-44  Southbridge  St. 
Union  Station,  Washington  Sq. 

Lower  Pleasant  Street  District,  418-426  Main 
St.  and  9-49  Pleasant  St. 

Green  Hill  Park  Shelter,  Green  Hill  Parkway 
Bancroft  Tower,  Bancroft  Tower  Rd. 
Bloomingdale  School,  321  Plantation  St. 

Elm  Park  (Previously  listed  in  NR) 

Elizabeth  Street  School,  31  Elizabeth  St. 
Bloomingdale  Firehouse,  676  Franklin  St. 
Abbott  Street  School,  36  Abbott  St. 

,  Pleasant  Street  Firehouse,  408  Pleasant  St. 
English  High  School,  20  Irving  St. 

City  Hall  and  Conunon  (Previously  listed  in 
NR) 

East  Worcester  School/Norcross  Factory,  10 
E.  Worcester  St. 

Downing  Street  School,  92  Downing  St. 
Beacon  Street  School,  108  Beacon  St. 

Ash  Street  School.  Ash  St. 

Woodland  Street  Firehouse,  36  Woodland  St. 
Grafton  Street  School,  311  Grafton  St. 
Dartmouth  Street  School,  13  Dartmouth  St. 
Providence  Street  Firehouse,  98  Providence 
St. 

Webster  Street  Firehouse,  40  Webster  St. 
Freeland  Street  School,  12  Freeland  St. 
Cambridge  Street  School,  510  Cambridge  St. 
Cambridge  Street  Firehouse,  534  Cambridge 
St. 

Upsala  Street  School,  36  Upsala  St. 
Quinsigamond  Firehouse,  837  Millbury  St. 
Ward  Street  School-Millbury  Street,  389 
Millbury  St. 

Greendale  Branch  Library,  470  W.  Boylston 
St. 

South  Worcester  Branch  Library,  705 
Southbridge  St. 

Quinsigamond  Branch  Library,  812  Millbury 
St. 

Waldo  Street  Police  Station,  Waldo  St. 
Worcester  Asylum  and  related  buildings,  305 
Belmont  St. 

Greendale  Improvement  Society  Building 
(Previously  listed  on  NR) 

North  Worcester  Aid  Society,  58  Holden  St. 
Odd  Fellows’  Home,  40  Randolph  Rd. 
American  Antiquarian  Society  (Previously 
listed  on  NR) 

Mission  Chapel,  205  Summer  St. 

Higgins  Armory  Museum,  100  Barber  Ave. 
lOOF  Building.  674  Main  St. 

Masonic  Temple,  Ionic  Ave. 

Worcester  Polytechnic  Institute  bounded  by 
Boynton  and  West  Sts.  and  Institute  Rd. 
Worcester  Academy,  Worcester  Academy 
campus 

Clark  University,  Clark  University  campus 
Institutional  District,  properties  on  Lincoln 
and  Wheaton  Squares  and  on  Salisbury 
and  Tuckerman  Sts. 


Washburn  and  Moen  North  Works  District, 
properties  on  Grove  St. 

Crompton  Loom  Works,  132-142  Green  St. 
Hammond  Organ  Factory,  9  May  St. 

Junction  Shop  and  Herman  Street  District, 
properties  on  Jackson,  Herman,  and  Beacon 
Sts. 

Ashworth  and  Jones  Factory 
Harding-Winter  Street  Manufacturing 
District,  28-88  Winter  St. 

Whittall  Mills,  properties  off  Brussels  St. 
Salisbury  Factory  Building,  25  Union  St. 
Salisbury  Factory  Building,  49-51  Union  St. 
Adriatic  Mills,  3-35  Armory  St. 
Southbridge-Sargent  Manufacturing  District. 

Southbridge,  Sargent,  and  Gold  Sts. 

Union  Congregational  Church,  5  Chestnut  St. 
Cathedral  of  St.  Paul,  15  Chatham  St. 

St.  Johns  Catholic  Church,  40  Temple  St. 
Emmanuel  Baptist,  717  Main  St. 

St.  Peters  Catholic  Church,  935  Main  St. 

South  Unitarian,  886  Main  St. 

Pilgrim  Congregational,  909  Main  St. 

St.  Marks,  Freeland  St. 

St.  Matthews,  693  Southbridge  St. 
Smith-Tbaxter-Merrifield  House,  158  Holden 
St. 

Amos  Flagg  House,  246  Bumcoat  St. 

William  McFarland  House,  525  Salisbury  St. 
Chadwich-Brittan,  309  Lincoln  St. 
Chamerlain-Flagg  House,  2  Brookshire  Rd. 
Timothy  Paine  House  (Previously  listed  on 
NR) 

Stafford  Newton  House.  124  Bailey  St. 
Salisbury  Mansion  and  Store  (Previously 
listed  on  NR) 

Benjamin  Flagg  House,  136  Plantation  St. 
Steams  Tavern,  651  Park  Ave. 

Liberty  Farm  (Previously  listed  on  NR) 

Ezra  Rice  House,  1133  W.  Boylston  St. 

Charles  Newton  House,  24  Brattle  St. 

John  Brooks  House,  12  Nelson  PI. 

George  Gabriel  House,  31  Lenox  St. 

Harry  Goddard  House,  190  Salisbury  St. 
Frederick  Daniels  House,  148  Lincoln  St. 
Charles  Miles  House,  131  Lincoln  St. 

Soho  Cottage,  21  Windsor  St. 

Forest  Hill  Cottage,  22  Windsor  St. 

William  Trowbridge  Forbes  House,  23 
Trowbridge  Rd. 

Salisbury  House  (Previously  listed  on  the  NR) 
Aldus  Higgins  House,  1  John  Wing  Rd. 
Whitcomb  Mansion,  51  Harvard  St. 

Bliss  Building,  26  Old  Lincoln  St. 

Goddard  House,  12  Catherine  St. 

Draper  Ruggles  House,  21  Catherine  St. 

Jesse  Moore  House,  25  Catherine  St. 

Addison  Prentiss  House,  3  Channing  Way 
D.  Wheeler  Swift  House,  22  Oak  Ave. 

George  Bentley  House,  9  Earle  St. 

George  Gale  House,  15  Elizabeth  St. 

Samuel  Copeland  House,  31  Harvard  St. 
Henry  Goulding  Hou^e,  26  Harvard  St. 

Otis  Putnam  House,  25  Harvard  St. 

Jerome  Marble  House,  23  Harvard  St. 

Tilley  Raymond  House,  12  George  St 
Emory  Bannister  House,  3  Harvard  St. 

Gov.  Levi  Lincoln  House,  4  Avalon  PI. 

George  Cobb  House,  24  William  St. 

John  Hastins  Cottage,  31  William  St. 

Katz  and  Leavitt  Apartment  House,  53  Elm 
St. 

Isaac  Divis  House,  1  Oak  St. 

Charles  Allen  House,  65  Elm  St. 

Francis  Dewey  House,  71  Elm  St. 

Merrill  Double  House,  18-20  West  St. 
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William  Hogg  House,  54  Elm  St. 

Joseph  Davis  House,  41  Elm  St. 

Alexander  Marsh  House,  57  Elm  St. 

Marcus  Hobbs  House,  16  William  St. 

Richard  Barker  Octagon  House,  312 
Plantation  St. 

Leonard  Sturtevant  House,  84  Mulberry  St. 
Charles  Chamberlain  House,  373  Pleasant  St. 
Haratio  Tower,  71  Pleasant  St. 

Harris-Merrick  House,  41  Fruit  St. 

Moody  Shattuck  House,  768  Main  St 
Dowley-Taylor  House,  770  Main  St. 

John  Legg  House,  5  Claremont  St. 

Franklin  Wesson  House,  8  Claremont  St 
Norcross  Brothers  Houses,  16, 18  Claremont 
St. 

C.  H.  Fitch  House,  15  Oread  St 
Edward  Stark  House,  21  Oread  St. 

James  Schofield  House,  3  Mt.  Pleasant  St 
Newton  House,  8  Sycamore  St 
Daniel  Stevens  House,  7  Sycamore  St 
Arad  Alexander  House,  53  Waverly  St 
Elias  Crawford  House,  3  Norwood  St 
Larchmont,  36  Butler  St 
Borden-Pond  House,  40  Laurel  St. 

Lucius  Knowles  House,  838  Main  St 
Elliot  Smith  House,  839  Main  St 
Brightside  Apartments,  2  King  St 
Fairlawn,  189  May  St. 

W.  H.  Goulding  House,  4  Dix  St. 

Indian  Hill-North  Village,  properties  along 
Ararat  St.  and  Delaval,  HerouU,  Marconi, 
Watt  and  Westinghouse  Rds. 

Knollwood,  425  Salisburg  St. 

Massachusetts  Avenue  Historic  District 
(Previously  listed  on  NR) 

Hammond  Heights,  properties  along  Germain, 
Haviland,  Highland,  and  Westland  Sts.  and 
Institute  Rd. 

Oxford  Crown  Historic  District  (Previously 
listed  on  NR)  \ 

Oxford-Crown  Extension  District,  properties 
along  Ashland.  Austin,  Chatham,  Congress, 
Crown,  and  Pleasant  Sts. 

May  Street  District,  properties  from  29  to  46 
May  St. 

Castle  Street  Row,  4-18  Castle  St 

Wellington  Street  Apartment  House  District 
properties  along  Jacques  Ave.,  and 
Wellington  and  Irving  Sts. 

Boynton  and  Windsor,  718  and  720  Main  St 
Montvale,  properties  along  Monadnock, 
Sagamore,  Waconah,  and  Whitman  Rds., 
and  Salisbury  St. 

Lincoln  Estate-Elm  Park  Historic  District 
properties  along  Cedar,  Fruit  Oak,  Sever, 
West,  and  William  Sts. 

Woodland  Street  Historic  District  properties 
along  Hawthorne,  Loudon,  Norwood,  and 
Woodland  Sts. 

MINNESOTA 

Hennepin  County 

Rockford,  Ames-Florida  House,  8131  Bridge 
St. 

Murray  County 

Avoca,  Avoca  Public  School,  Cole  Ave.  and 
2nd  St. 

Fulda,  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Depot,  Off  MN  62. 


MISSISSIPPI 

Lauderdale  County 

Meridian,  Meridian  Multiple  Resource  Area 
(Partial  Inventory).  This  area  includes:  . 
Cahn-Crawford  House,  1200  22nd  Ave.; 
Carnegie  Branch  Library,  2721  13th  St.; 
Dabney-Green  House,  1017  22nd  Ave.; 
Dement  Printing  Company,  2002  6th  St.; 
Dial  House,  1003  30th  Ave.;  Dixie  Gas 
Station,  2902  5th  St.;  Elson-Dudley  House, 
1101  29th  Ave.;  First  Presbyterian  Church, 
911  23rd  Ave.;  Gulf,  Mobile  and  Ohio 
■*  Freight  Depot,  20  2nd.  Ave.;  Lamar  Hotel, 
410  21st.  Ave.;  Loeb,  Alex,  Incorporated, 
2115  5th  St.;  Masonic  Temple,  1220  26th 
Ave.:  McLemore  Cemetery,  601 16th  Ave.; 
Meridian  Museum  of  Art,  628  25th  Ave.; 
Meyer-Loeb  Building,  2100  4th  St.; 
Municipal  Building,  601  24th  Ave.;  Niolon 
Building,  718  23rd  Ave.;  Pigford  Building, 
818  22nd  Ave.;  Porter-Crawford  House, 
1208,  22nd  Ave.;  Scottish  Rite  Cathedral, 
1101  23rd  Ave.;  Stevenson  Primary  School, 
1015  25th  Ave.;  St.  Patrick  Catholic  Church 
Diocese,  2614  Davis  St.;  Settle  Building,  801 
22nd  Ave.;  Temple  Theater,  2318  8th  St.; 
Threefoot  Building,  601  22nd  Ave.;  Union 
Hotel,  2000  Front  St. 

MISSOURI 

Cape  Girardeau,  County 
Cape  Girardeau,  Glenn  House,  325  S.  Spanish 
St. 

Jackson  County 

Kansas  City  Kansas  City,  Athenaeum,  900  E. 
Linwood  Blvd. 

Lafayette  County 

Lexington,  Waddell  House,  1704  South  St. 
Nodaway  County 

Maryville,  Nodaway  County  Courthouse,  3rd 
and  Main  Sts. 

Ray  County 

Richmond,  Ray  County  Courthouse,  Off  MO 
10  and  MO  13. 

St.  Louis  (independent  city). 

St.  Liborius  Church  and  Buildings,  1835  N. 
18th  St. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Hunterdon  County 

Clinton  vicinity.  Van  Syckel  Comer  District, 
Van  Syckels  Comer  and  Norton  Rds. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Ashe  County 

Glendale  Springs,  Glendale  Springs  Inn,  NC 
16  and  SR  1632. 

Onslow  County 

Palopato,  Palo  Alto  Plantation,  SR  1434. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Traill  County 

Mayville,  Stomner  House,  32  3rd  St.,  NE. 

TEXAS 

Bexar  County 

San  Antonio,  San  Pedro  Springs  Park,  San 
Pedro  Ave. 


Hidalgo  County 

Hidalgo,  Old  Hidalgo  Courthouse  and 
Buildings,  Flora  and  1st  Sts. 

Hidalgo,  Old  Hidalgo  School,  Flora  and  4th 
Sts. 

Jefferson  County 

Port  Arthur,  Rose  Hill,  100  Woodworth  Blvd. 
Travis  County 

Austin,  Rather  House,  3105  Duval  St. 

WYOMING 

Laramie  County 

Cheyenne,  Downtown  Cheyenne  Historic 
District,  U.S.  30  (boundary  increase). 

[FR  Doc.  79-27867  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-03-M 


Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service  National  Register  of  Historic 
Pieces;  Notification  of  Pending 
Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following 
properties  being  considered  for  listing  in 
the  National  Register  were  received  by 
the  Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  Service  before  September  6, 
1979.  Pursuant  to  section  60.13  of  36  CFR 
Part  60,  written  comments  concerning 
the  significance  of  these  properties 
under  the  National  Register  criteria  for 
evaluation  may  be  forwarded  to  the 
National  Register,  Heritage 
Conservation  and  Recreation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  DC  20243.  Written 
comments  or  a  request  for  additional 
time  to  prepare  comments  should  be 
submitted  by  September  21, 1979. 

Carol  Shull, 

Acting  Keeper  of  the  National  Register. 
California 

Santa  Barbara  County 
Channel  Islands  Archeological  District  (also 
in  Ventura  County) 

(FR  Doc.  79-28214  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-03-M 


National  Park  Service 
Revised  Management  Policies 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-24882  appearing  on 
page  47412  in  the  issue  of  Monday, 
August  13, 1979,  in  the  middle  column  of 
page  47412,  three  lines  from  the  bottom 
change  .  .  which  is  not  part  616.  . 
to  read  .  .  which  is  now  part  616.  . 

BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-M 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

[INT  FES  79-391 

Proposed  Range  Management 
Program  for  the  Little  Lost-Birch 
Creek  Planning  Area,  Idaho; 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C]  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  environmental 
statement  for  a  proposed  grazing 
management  program  for  the  Little  Lost- 
Birch  Creek  Planning  Unit  of  the  Idaho 
Falls  District  located  in  southeastern 
Idaho. 

The  proposal  involves  changes  in 
initial  stocking  rates,  implementing 
improved  grazing  systems  and 
installation  of  certain  range 
improvements.  Approximately  332,000 
acres  of  public  lands  and  65,000  acres  of 
withdrawn  lands  (Department  of 
Fjiergy)  are  involved. 

Copies  of  the  Final  environmental 
statement  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Idaho  Falls  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Uind 
Management,  940  Lincoln  Road,  Idaho 
Falls,  Idaho  83401,  Telephone:  (208)  529- 
1020. 

Idaho  State  Office.  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  Federal  Building,  500  W.  Fort 
Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83724,  Telephone:  (208) 
384-1770. 

Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior  Building,  18th  and  C  Streets,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Idaho  State 
Director,  and  the  Idaho  Falls  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
at  the  above  addresses. 

This  final  statement  was  prepared 
using  the  comments  received  through 
the  public  review  process  on  the  draft 
statement.  All  comments  on  the  draft 
statement  and  our  responses  to  these 
comments  are  included  in  Chapter  9  of 
the  final  statement. 

The  final  statement  itself  is  not  the 
decision  document;  however, 
management  decisions  can  be  made  30 
days  following  filing  of  the  final 
statement  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  distribution  to 
the  public.  A  range  management 
decision  document  will  be  prepared  by 
the  District  Manager  and  will  be 
available  for  review  by  livestock 
operators  and  special  interest  groups. 
These  decisions  will  be  based  upon  the 
proposed  grazing  management  plan,  one 
of  the  four  alternatives,  or  a 
combination  of  the  best  features  of  the 
proposal  and  alternatives.  More  specific 
decisions  will  subsequently  be 


developed  on  an  allotment  by  allotment 
basis. 

Dated;  Septraiber  5, 1979. 

Heather  L.  Ron, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28137  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-e4-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

prug  Enforcement  Administration 

Controlled  Substances  in  Schedules  I 
and  II;  Establishment  of  1980 
Aggregate  Production  Quotas 

Section  306  of  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act  of  1970  (21  U.S.C.  826) 
requires  the  Attorney  General  to 
establish  aggregate  production  quotas 
for  all  controlled  substances  in 
Schedules  I  and  II  each  year.  This 
responsibility  has  been  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  pursuant  to  §  0.100  of 
Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

On  July  6, 1979,  a  notice  of  the 
proposed  aggregate  production  quotas 
for  Schedule  I  and  II  controlled 
substances  for  1980  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (44  FR  39626-7).  All 
interested  parties  were  invited  to 
comment  on  or  object  to  the  proposed 
aggregate  production  quotas  on  or 
before  August  6, 1979.  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation  of  Summit.  New  Jersey  and 
Hoffmann-LaRoche,  Inc.  of  Nutley,  New 
Jersey  each  submitted  comments 
relative  to  the  proposed  quotas. 

Relative  to  levorphanol,  Hoffmann- 
LaRoche,  Inc.  commented  that  this 
proposed  quota  was  inadequate  to  meet 
their  expected  1980  needs.  In  light  of  a 
trend  of  increasing  sales  and  the 
company's  experience  in  1979  of  a  low 
beginning  year  inventory,  Hoffmann- 
LaRoche  requested  that  the  aggregate 
production  quota  for  levorphanol  be 
increased. 

Relative  to  methylphenidate,  Ciba- 
Geigy  Corporation  commented  that, 
based  on  expected  1979  and  1980  needs, 
the  proposed  quota  will  be  insufficient 
to  meet  1980  needs.  In  order  not  to 
waive  its  rights  to  a  hearing,  Ciba-Geigy 
requested  a  hearing  on  the  proposed 
quota. 

However,  the  company  suggested  that 
this  hearing  be  deferred  pending  DEA’s 
review  of  actual  1979  sales  and  year-end 
inventories  for  Schedule  I  and  II 
substances  which  will  take  place  in 
early  1980.  Ciba-Geigy  expects  that  this 
review  will  lead  to  a  satisfactory 
resolution  to  the  issue  of  the  1980  quota 
for  methylphenidate  and  that  no  hearing 
will  be  necessary. 


Pursuant  to  §  1303.11(c)  of  Title  21 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  has  deemed,  in  his  sole 
discretion,  that  hearings  relative  to  any 
of  the  above  mentioned  comments  are 
not  necessary  at  this  time. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Attorney  General  by  Section  306 
of  the  Controlled  Substances  Act  of  1970 
(21  U.S.C.  826),  and  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  §  0.100  of  Title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  hereby  orders  that  final 
aggregate  production  quotas  for 
Schedule  I  and  II  controlled  substances, 
expressed  in  grams  of  anhydrous  acid  or 
base,  be  established  as  follows: 


Basic  class 

Established 
1980  quota 

Schedule  I 

2.5-Dimett)oxyamphetamine . . .  32,000,000 

Schedule  U 


Alphaprooine . _ _ _ — - 

60,000 

6,069,000 

2,681,000 

251,500 

Anileridine . 

1,600,000 

55.712.000 

2.902.000 

Desoxyephedrine  (1,644,000  grams  lor  the  spro- 

duction  ot  levodesoxyephedrine  lor  use  in  a 
norvoontroHed,  no<v.prescription  product,  arxl 
301 ,000  grams  for  the  production  ol  methanv 


phetamine) . .  1 ,045,000 

Dihydrocodeine . . . . . . .  1 ,045,000 

Dipherxixylate . 1,220,000 

Ecgonine  (lor  conversion) . 1,200.000 

EthyIrrMxphine . 25.000 

Fentanyl  . .  _  . . . . .  3,000 

Hydrocodone  9t5.0(X) 

Levorphanol..  11,000 

Meperidine .  t0,5(X).000 

Methadone . 1,382.0(X) 

Methadone  Intermediate  (4.cyano-2.dimethyla- 

mino-4.4dip)henylbutane) .  1710,0(X) 

Methaqualone . 11,476,000 

Methylphenidate . 1202,0(X) 

Mixed  Alkaloids  ol  Opium . 17,000 

Morphine  (lor  sale) . . . 868.000 

Morphine  (lor  conversion) _ _  67.556,000 

Opium  (taKtures.  extracts,  etc.  expressed  in 

terms  ol  USP  powdered  opium) . . .  2284,000 

Oxycodone  (for  sale) . _...  1,800,000 

Oxycodone  (lor  conversion) .  8,000 

Oxymorphone . 4,000 

Pentobartxtal _ _ 14,(XX),000 

Phenmetrazine . 2.073,000 

Secobarbital . . 7,508.000 

Thebaine  (lor  sale) . 2,368,000 

Thebame  (lor  conversion) .  1,579,000 


DEA  will  review  the  above 
established  quotas  early  in  1980  to  take 
into  consideration  actual  1979  sales  and 
actual  December  31, 1979  inventories  as 
well  as  other  information  which  might 
be  available  to  DEA.  At  that  time,  DEA 
will  again  consider  those  comments 
received  in  response  to  the  proposal  of 
July  6. 1979. 

This  order  is  effective  September  11. 1979. 
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Dated:  August  17, 1979. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 
Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-2B210  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4410-09-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Employment  Transfer  and  Business 
Competition  Determinations  Under  the 
Rural  Development  Act;  Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the 
attachment  have  applied  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  tinancial 
assistance  in  the  form  of  grants,  loans, 
or  loan  guarantees  in  order  to  establish 
or  improve  facilities  at  the  locations 
listed  for  the  purposes  given  in  the 
attached  list.  The  financial  assistance 
would  be  authorized  by  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural 
Development  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
1924(b),  1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such 
Federal  assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is 
likely  to  result  in  the  transfer  from  one 
area  to  another  of  any  employment  or 
business  activity  provided  by  operations 
of  the  applicant.  It  is  permissible  to 
assist  the  establishment  of  a  new 
branch,  affiliate  or  subsidiary,  only  if 
this  will  not  result  in  increased 
unemployment  in  the  place  of  present 
operations  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  the  new  facility  is  being 
established  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the 
availability  of  services  or  facilities  in 
the  area,  when  there  is  not  sufficient 
demand  for  such  goods,  materials, 
commodities,  services,  or  facilities  to 
employ  the  efficient  capacity  of  existing 
competitive  commercial  or  industrial 
enterprises,  unless  such  financial  or 
other  assistance  will  not  have  an 
adverse  effect  upon  existing  competitive 
enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75.  In  determining  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved  or 
denied,  the  Secretary  will  take  into 
consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and 
unemployment  situation  in  the  local 
area  in  which  the  proposed  facility  will 
be  located. 


2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same 
industry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new 
facility  upon  the  local  labor  market, 
with  particular  emphasis  upon  its 
potential  impact  upon  competitive 
enterprises  in  the  same  area. 

4.  'The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (whether  such  competition  is 
a  factor). 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such 
new  facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or 
facilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 


All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any 
information  pertinent  to  the 
determinations  which  must  be  made 
regarding  these  applications  are  invited 
to  submit  such  information  in  writing 
within  two  weeks  of  publication  of  this 
notice.  Comments  received  after  the 
two-week  period  may  not  be  considered. 
Send  comments  to:  Administrator, 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  601  D  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  5th  day  of 
September  1979. 

Earl  T.  Klein, 

Director,  Office  of  Program  Services. 


Applications  Received  During  the  Week  Ending  Sept  8, 1979 


Name  of  applicant  and  location  of  enterprisa 

Principal  product  or  activity 

J.  J.  Ferguson  Sand  and  Gravel,  Carroll,  Leflore,  Grenada,  and 
Holmes  Counties,  Miss. 

Production  and  transportation  of  sand,  gravel  and  asphalt 

[FR  Doc.  79-28130  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-30-M 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
[Docket  No.  M-79-112-C] 

Forman-Lose  Mining  Inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Forman-Lose  Mining  Inc.,  Route  2,  Box 
229,  Albright,  West  Virginia  26519  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  (canopies)  to  its  No.  1 
Mine  located  in  Preston  County,  West 
'Virginia.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the  use  of 
cabs  or  canopies  on  electric  face 
equipment  in  the  petitioner’s  mine. 

2.  The  petitioner  is  mining  coal  seams 
ranging  43  to  55  inches  in  height.  This 
roof  to  pavement  height  is  reduced 
about  two  and  three  fourths  inches  if 
measured  from  the  roof  bolts  or  about 
five  inches  if  measured  from  the  cross 
supports. 

3.  At  times,  undulations  in  the  roof 
reduce  roof  to  pavement  clearances  to 
40  inches. 

4.  The  petitioner  believes  cabs  or 
canopies  in  the  heights  encountered  in 
its  mine  would  result  in  a  diminution  of 
safety  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Cabs  or  canopies  would  not  allow 
the  equipment  oprator  proper  visibility 


of  surrounding  conditions  to  insure  safe 
operation  of  the  equipment  while 
remaining  under  the  cab  or  canopy. 

(b)  Cabs  or  canopies  could  dislodge 
roof  support  in  areas  of  uneven  roof. 

(c)  The  cramped  and  confined  space 
under  a  cab  or  canopy  would  impair  the 
equipment  operator’s  ability  to  properly 
control  the  equipment. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
October  11, 1979,  Comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Mine  Safety  and  Health. 
September  4, 1979. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28227  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  28227-M 


[Docket  No.  M-79-136-C] 

Old  Ben  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Old  Ben  Coal  Company,  125  South 
Wacker  Drive  #2400,  Chicago,  Illinois 
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'  60606,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.902  (cable 
couplers)  to  its  Nos.  21,  24,  25,  26,  and  27 
Mines,  its  Central  Shop,  and  its  John 
Ross  Preparation  Plant,  all  located  in 
Franklin  County,  Illinois.  The  petition  is 
filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977, 

Pub.  L.  95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  standard  states  in  part  that 
cable  couplers  must  be  constructed  so 
that  during  uncoupling  the  ground  check 
continuity  conductor  must  be  broken 
(opened)  first  and  the  ground  conductors 
broken  last. 

2.  The  petitioner  uses  primarily  a 
pilotless  ground  monitoring  system  in 
conjunction  with  its  cable  couplers.  This 
system  does  not  have  a  separate  ground 
check  continuity  conductor. 

3.  The  petitioner’s  couplers  are  used 
with  an  external  ground  pin  to  insure 
that  the  coupler  housing  remains 
grounded  to  the  receptacle  until  the 
phase  pins  disengage. 

4.  During  uncoupling,  the  couplers 
hinge  at  the  top  so  that  the  coupler 
interlock  switch  breaks  first,  the  ground 
pin  and  one  phase  pin  break  next, 
followed  by  the  other  two  phase  pins, 
and  the  external  ground  pin  breaks  last. 

5.  The  coupler  interlock  switch  - 
connects  directly  to  the  circuit  breaker 
trip  circuit,  tripping  the  circuit  breaker 
when  the  coupler  is  uncoupled.  If  the 
coupler  interlock  fails,  the  groimd 
monitor  trips  the  circuit  breaker  when 
the  ground  pin  breaks. 

6.  The  petitioner  believes  that  its 
couplers  and  ground  monitoring  system 
provide  the  same  measure  of  protection 
as  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
October  11, 1979.  Comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Standards, 
regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Robert  B.  Lagatber, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Mine  Safety  and  Health. 
September  4  1979 

(FR  Doc.  79-28229  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-43-M 


(Docket  No.  M-79-26-M] 

Sunshine  (Mining  C04  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Sunshine  Mining  Company,  P.O.  Box 
1080,  Kellogg,  Idaho  83837,  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 


CFR  57.19-40  (sheave  grooves)  to  its 
Sunshine  Mine  located  in  Shoshone 
County,  Idaho.  The  petition  is  filed 
under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  Law 
95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  standard  states  in  part  that 
sheaves  must  have  grooves  properly  • 
contoured  for  the  rope  diameter  used. 

2.  During  shaft  operations  at  its  mine, 
the  petitioner  proposes  to  use  a  %"  rope 
with  a  sheave  grooved  for  IW  diameter 
rope. 

3.  The  service  life  of  the  rope  will  be 
shortened  with  this  combination; 
however,  the  petitioner  believes  there 
will  be  no  diminution  of  safety  to  its 
workers  because  the  very  nature  of 
shaft  sinking,  i^e.,  increasing  depth,  will 
necessitate  replacing  the  hoisting  rope 
long  before  it  is  worn  out. 

4.  As  part  of  its  alternative  method, 
the  petitioner  proposes  frequent  and 
thorough  cable  inspections  involving 
periodic  cable  cuts  to  ensure  the 
integrity  of  its  hoisting  rope. 

5.  The  petitioner  believes  that  its 
alternative  method  will  achieve  no  less 
protection  for  its  miners  than  that 
provided  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
October  11, 1979.  Comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Robert  B.  Lagatber, 

Assistant  Secretary.  Mine  Safety  and  Health. 
September  4, 1979 

|FR  Doc.  79-28228  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

ITA-W-5724-5] 

Eastern  Associated  Coal  Corp., 
Keystone,  W.  Va.,  Herndon,  W.  Va. 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  invetigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certiBcation 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 


requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  July 
10, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker  petition 
received  on  June  15, 1979  which  was 
filed  by  the  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  metallurigical 
coal  at  Keystone  1  Mine  (TA-W-5724) 
and  Keystone  2  &  3  Mines  (TA-W-5725) 
of  Eastern  Associated  Coal  Corporation, 
Beckley,  West  Virginia,  The 
investigation  revealed  that  there  is  a 
preparation  plant  attached  to  Keystone 
1  Mine  and  a  preparation  plant  attached 
to  Keystone  2  &  3  Mines.  Keystone  1 
Mine  and  Preparation  Plant  are  located 
in  Keystone,  West  Virginia,  and 
Keystone  2  &  3  Mines  and  Preparation 
Plant  are  located  in  herndon.  West 
Virginia.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  criterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  the  customers  of  Eastern 
Associated  Coal  Corporation.  None  of 
the  customers  purchased  imported 
metallurgical  coal.  Some  customers  did 
not  purchase  any  imported  coke  and  the 
remainder  decreased  their  reliance  on 
imported  coke  in  the  January-May 
period  of  1979,  compared  with  the  same 
period  in  1978. 

In  a  previous  determination  issued  on 
March  9, 1979  workers  at  Keystone  1 
Mine  and  Preparation  Plant  (TA-W- 
4586,  4586a)  were  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  on  the 
basis  that  any  decreases  in  sales  or 
production  at  the  mine  in  1978  were 
caused  by  either  the  Untied  Mine 
Workers  of  America  strike  or  a  strike  at 
the  Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad, 
which  transports  all  the  coal  produced 
at  the  mine.  In  the  same  determination, 
workers  at  Keystone  2  &  3  Mines  and 
Preaparation  Plant  (TA-W-4587,  4588, 
4587a)  were  denied  on  the  basis  that 
sales  or  production  did  not  decrease. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  1  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Eastern  Associated  Coal 
Corporation,  Keystone  1  Mine  and 
Preparation  Plant,  Keystone.  West 
Virginia,  and  Keystone  2  &  3  Mines  and 
Preparation  Plant  Herndon,  West 
Virginia  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  U, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  4th  day  of 
September  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor. 

Director,  Office  of  Mangement, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28103  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-28-M 


[TA-W-S723  and  5723A] 

H.  Freeman  and  Son,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Norristown,  Pa.,  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibiiity  To  Appiy  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certiHcation 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  July 
10, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker  petition 
received  on  June  26, 1979  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  and 
Textile  Worker’s  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
men’s  suits,  slacks  and  sportcoats  at  H. 
Freeman,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 
The  investigation  revealed  that  the 
Philadelphia  plant  of  H.  Freeman  and ' 
Son,  Incprporated,  along  with  a 
Norristown,  Pennsylvania  plant,  is  part 
of  an  integrated  production  process.  The 
investigation  was  expanded  to  include 
the  Norristown  plant.  It  is  coiicluded 
that  all  of  the  requirements  have  been 
met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation  revealed  that  U.S. 
imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
dress  coats  and  that  U.S.  imports  of 
men’s  and  boys’  tailored  dress  coats  and 
sportcoats  decreased  absolutely  and 
increased  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977  and 
decreased  absolutely  in  the  first  half  of 
1979  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
tailored  suits  decreased  absolutely  and 
increased  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977  and 
decreased  absolutely  in  the  Hrst  half  of 
1979  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys'  dress 
and  sport  trousers  and  shorts  increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977  and 
decreased  absolutely  in  the  first  half  of 
1979  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1978.  . 


In  a  survey  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  customers 
accounting  for  a  significant  proportion 
of  H.  Freeman  and  Son.  Incorporated’s 
sales  decline  indicated  that  they  had 
decreased  purchaases  from  H.  Freeman 
and  Son,  Incorporated  and  had 
increased  purchases  of  imported  men’s 
suits,  slacks  and  sportcoats.  The  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce  certified  H. 
Freeman  and  Son,  Incorporated  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  firm  adjustment 
assistance  on  August  2, 1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s  suits, 
slacks  and  sportcoats  produced  at  H. 
Freeman  and  Son,  Incorporated  plants 
in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  and 
Norristown,  Pennsylvania  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
production  and  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  of  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  of  the  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania  and  Norristown,  Pennsylvania 
plants  of  H.  Freeman  and  Son,  Incorporated 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  June  22, 1978  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th  day  of 
September  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28104  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-S856] 

Philip  Gurian  Sons,  inc.,  Tamaqua,  Pa., 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  August  13, 1979  in  response 
to  a  worker  petition  received  on  August 
7, 1979  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
ladies’  sportswear  at  the  Hometown 
plant  of  Philip  Gurian  Sons, 
Incorporated,  Tamaqua,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  17, 1979  (44  FR  48386).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  petitioning  group  of  workers  in 
this  case  was  included  in  a 
determination  (TA-W-5713)  issued  on 
August  28, 1979.  In  that  determination, 
all  workers  of  the  Hometown  plant  of 
Philip  Gurian  Sons,  Incorporated, 


Tamaqua,  Pennsylvania  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  August  26, 1978 
were  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

Since  all  workers  are  covered  by  an 
existing  certification,  a  new 
investigation  would  serve  no  purpose. 
Therefore,  this  investigation  is 
terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  31st  day  of 
August  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28105  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


lTA-W-5711,  57401 

M.  Jensen,  Inc.,  Just  Mort,  Inc., 
Secaucus,  N.J.7  Certification  Regarding 
.  Eiigibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigations  were  initiated  on 
July  5, 1979  and  July  11, 1979  in  response 
to  worker  petitions  received  on  July  5, 
1979  which  were  filed  by  the 
International  Ladies’  Garment  Workers' 
Union  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  ladies'  sportswear  at 
M.  Jensen,  Incorporated,  New  York, 

New  York  and  producing  ladies’  dresses 
at  Just  Mort,  Incorporated,  Nevit  York, 
New  York.  The  investigation  revealed 
that  the  plants  of  M.  Jensen, 
Incorporated  and  Just  Mort, 

Incorporated  are  located  in  Secaucus, 
New  Jersey.  It  is  concluded  that  all  of 
the  requirements  have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  slacks  and  shorts  increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  from  1976  to  1977  and  from 
1977  to  1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses'  and 
children’s  blouses  and  shirts  increased 
absolutely  from  1976  to  1977  and  from 
1977  to  1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  skirts  increased  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production 
from  1977  to  1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  women's,  misses’ 
dresses  increased  absolutely  and 
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relative  to  domestic  production  from 
1977  to  1978. 

Evidence  developed  during  the  course 
of  the  investigation  revealed  that  Tucker 
Knits,  Incorporated  is  the  parent 
company  of  M.  Jensen,  Incorporated  and 
Raoul.  Incorporated  and  manages  Just 
Mort,  Incorporated.  Each  company 
produces  a  separate  product  line  under 
the  label  of  the  company’s  name  but  all 
workers,  excluding  the  salaried  workers, 
work  on  all  product  lines.  All  workers, 
except  designers  and  salesmen,  are 
employed  by  Tucker  Knits, 

Incorporated.  The  designers  and 
salesmen  are  employed  by  each 
respective  company. 

The  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance  conducted  a  survey  of 
customers  of  the  sportwear  products 
(pants,  skirts,  and  blouses]  of  M.  Jensen 
and  the  dresses  of  Just  Mort. 

Customers  accounting  for  a  significant 
proportion  of  the  sales  of  M.  Jensen  in 
1977  reduced  purchases  from  M.  Jensen 
and  increased  purchases  of  imported 
pants,  skirts  and  blouses  in  1978 
compared  to  1977  and  in  the  first  half  of 
1979  compared  to  the  first  half  of  1978. 

Customers  accounting  for  a  significant 
proportion  of  the  sales  of  Just  Mort  in 
1977  reduced  purchases  from  Just  Mort 
and  increased  purchases  of  imported 
dresses  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  ladies’ 
sportswear  produced  at  M.  Jensen, 
Incorporated,  Secaucus,  New  Jersey, 
and  ladies’  dresses  at  Just  Mort, 
Incorporated,  Secaucus,  New  Jersey 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification; 

All  workers  of  Tucker  Knits,  Incorporated, 
Secaucus,  New  Jersey  engaged  in 
employment  related  to  the  production  of 
ladies’  sportwear  at  M.  Jensen.  Incorporated, 
and  to  the  production  of  ladies'  dresses  at 
Just  Morton,  Incorporated  and  all  workers  of 
M.  Jensen,  Incorporated  and  of  Just  Mort, 
Incorporated,  Secaucus,  New’  Jersey  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  November  1. 1978  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  4th  day  of 
September  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management. 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  7»-28106  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  COOe  4510-28-M 

[TA-W-5741] 

Raoul,  Inc.,  Secaucus,  N.J.; 

Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  July  11, 1979  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  July  5, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  ladies’  dresses  at  Raoul, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  Raoul, 
Incorporated  produced  ladies’ 
combination  suits,  such  as  jumpsuits, 
dresses  and  pantsuits  and  that  the  Raoul 
plant  is  located  in  Secaucus,  New 
Jersey. 

Due  to  the  short  term  of  operation  of 
Raoul,  Incorporated  and  the  seasonality 
of  the  ladies’  apparel  industry,  there  is 
not  sufHcient  information  in  this  case 
upon  which  to  base  a  determination.  In 
addition,  worker  qualifying 
requirements  in  Section  231  of  the  Act 
may  not  be  met  at  this  time. 
Consequently,  the  investigation  has 
been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  31st  day  of 
August  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28107  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 

BlUING  COOE  4S10-28-M 

ITA-W-5807] 

A.  Soloff  and  Son,  Fail  River,  Mass.; 

-  Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  July  31, 1979  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  July  24, 1979 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
outerwear  at  A.  Soloff  and  Son,  Fall 
River  Massachusetts. 

In  a  letter,  the  petitioner  requested 
withdrawal  of  the  petition.  On  the  basis 
of  this  request,  continuing  the 
investigation  would  serve  no  purpose. 
Consequently,  the  investigation  has 
been  terminated. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  31st  day  of 
August  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28108  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-28-M 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Music  Advisory  Panel  (Jazz  Section); 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Music 
Advisory  Panel  (Jazz  Section)  to  the 
National  Council  on  the  Arts  will  be 
held  September  24-28, 1979,  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  each  day,  in  room  1422, 
Columbia  Plaza,  2401  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

This  meeting  is  for  the  purpose  of 
Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation, 
and  recommendation  on  applications  for 
hnancial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended, 
including  discussion  of  information 
given  in  conhdence  to  the  agency  by 
grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Chairman 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  17, 1977,  these  sessions  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsection  (c)(4),  (6)  and  9(B)  of  section 
552b  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
D.C.  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 

August  30, 1979 
John  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operations,  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28225  Filed  9-10-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S37-01-M 

NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
BOARD 

Appointments  of  Individuals  To  Serve 
as  Members  of  Performance  Review  ' 
Boards 

5  use  4314(c)(4)  requires  that  the 
appointments  of  individuals  to  serve  as 
members  of  performance  review  boards 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Therefore,  in  compliance  with  this 
requirement,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  individuals  whose  names  and 
position  titles  appear  below  have  been 
appointed  to  serve  as  members  of 
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performance  review  boards  in  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  for  the 
rating  year  beginning  July  13, 1979,  and 
ending  February  29, 1980. 

Name  and  title 

Robert  E.  Allen — Acting  Associate  General 
Counsel,  Enforcement  Litigation. 

William  C.  Baisinger — Chief  Counsel  to 
Chairman. 

Willie  L.  Clark,  Jr. — Solicitor. 

Harold  J.  Datz — Associate  General  Counsel, 
Advice.'' 

Joseph  E.  DeSio — Associate  General  Counsel, 
Operations  Management. 

John  E.  Higgins,  Jr. — Deputy  General  Counsel. 
Thomas  N.  Kessel — Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

Harry  M.  Leet — Chief  Counsel  to  Board 
Member. 

William  A.  Lubbers — Executive  Secretary. 
Helen  C.  Reiner — Chief  Counsel  to  Board 
Member. 

Eugene  L.  Rosenfeld — Deputy  Associate 
General  Counsel,  Operations  Management. 
Ernest  Russell — Director  of  Administration, 
Henry  L.  Segal — Chief  Counsel  to  Board 
Member. 

Berton  Subrin — Director.  Office  of 
Representation  Appeals. 

Robert  Volger — Deputy  Executive  Secretary. 
Tamara  J.  Wall — Chief  Counsel  to  Board 
Member. 

By  Direction  of  the  Board:  August  29, 1979 
George  A.  Leet, 

Associate  Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28224  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  7545-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Classification,  Downgrading,  and 
Declassification  of  Information  and 
Systematic  Declassification  Review 
Guidelines 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 

Commission. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5-402  of  Executive 
Order  12065,  relating  to  national  security 
information,  requires  that  regulations 
establishing  agency  information  security 
policy  and  guidelines  for  systematic 
declassification  review  shall  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
notice  contains  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  (NRC)  revised  NRC 
Manual  Chapter  Appendix  2101  Part 
XIV  "Classification,  Downgrading  and 
Declassification”  of  its  management 
directives  and  NRC’s  Systematic  Review 
Guidelines  and  thus  fulfills  the 
requirements  of  the  Executive  Order  as 
they  apply  to  the  Commission. 

DATE:  Effective  date  of  Part  XIV:  August 
23, 1979.  Effective  date  of  Systematic 
Review  Guidelines:  July  5, 1979. 


ADDRESS:  Communications  in  response 
to  this  notice  should  be  sent  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission:  Chief, 
Security  Policy  Branch,  Division  of 
Security,  Washington,  DC  20555.  Copies 
of  Part  XIV,  as  well  as  other  parts  to 
NRC’s  Manual  Chapter  and  Appendix 
2101,  “NRC  Security  Program,”  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  9,  "Public 
Records”  are  available  for  review  at  • 
NRC’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20555,  301- 
427-4472. 

Dated  at  Bethefsda,  Maryland  this  31st  day 
of  August  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
William  J.  Dircks,  / 

Acting  Executive  Director  for  Operations, 

U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
Manual  Chapter  and  Appendix  2101 — 
Part  XIV — Classification,  Downgrading 
and  Declassification 

A.  General  Provisions 

1.  Purpose  and  Scope.  This  part  sets 
forth  procedures  for  conducting  the 
classification,  downgrading  and 
declassification  program  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (NRC). 

2.  Basis  for  Classification, 
Downgrading  and  Declassification 
Program.  Executive  Order  12065, 
“National  Security  Information,”  its 
Information  Security  Oversight  Office 
implementing  directives,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended,  form  the  basis  for  the  NRC 
classification,  downgrading  and 
declassification  program. 

3.  Classified  Information.  “Classified 
Information”  is  a  term  used  to  include 
National  Security  Information  (NSI), 
Restricted  Data  (RD)  and  Formerly 
Restricted  Data  (FRD).  See  Appendix 
2101  Part  I  for  definitions. 

4.  Policy.  Classification,  downgrading 
and  declassification  of  classified 
information  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
NRC  is  to  be  performed  in  a  manner  to 
increase  the  openness  of  Government 
operations  by  limiting  classification  of 
information  and  accelerating 
declassification,  and  to  improve  the 
protection  for  information  that  needs  to 
be  classified.  Declassification  of 
information  shall  be  given  emphasis 
comparable  to  that  afforded 
classification.  The  classification, 
downgrading  and  declassification 
process  assesses:  the  possible  threat  to 
the  national  security  from  access  to  the 
information  by  unauthorized  persons  or 
foreign  nations:  advantages  resulting 
from  declassification  to  the 
advancement  of  science,  technology  and 
the  general  welfare:  and  the  effect  of 
controls  on  accomplishment  of  national 


goals.  Classification  guidance  (guides, 
bulletins  and  correspondence]  assist  in 
implementing  this  policy. 

Classification  and  declassification  of 
Restricted  Data  and  Formerly  Restricted 
Data  takes  place  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  regulations 
issued  thereunder. 

5.  Role  of  Director,  Division  of 
Security.  The  Director,  Division  of 
Security.  (1)  determines  that  the 
classification,  change  of  classification 
and  declassification  of  National  Security 
Information  within  the  NRC,  NRC 
contractors  and  other  organizations 
takes  place  in  accordance  with  E.O. 
12065,  Information  Security  Oversight 
Office  (ISOO)  directives  and  other 
implementing  directives  including 
Commission  regulations,  and  (2) 
provides  classification,  declassification 
and  change  of  classification  assistance 
as  required  to  NRC,  NRC  contractor  qnd 
other  personnel. 

B.  Classification 

1.  Classification  Process. 

Classification  is  the  process  of 
identifying  the  information  the  NRC 
needs  to  protect  in  the  interest  of  the 
national  security  or  because  it  is 
Restricted  Data  or  Formerly  Restricted 
Data,  and  determining  the  level  of 
protection  needed.  f 

The  classification  of  information,  a 
document  or  material  requires  a 
determination  of  the: 

a.  Sensitivity  to  the  national  security 
of  the  information  involved. 

b.  Assignment  of  the  level  of 
protection  (Top  Secret  (TS),  Secret  (S)  or 
Confidential  (C)}  required  for  the 
information. 

c.  Category  of  classified  information 
(e.g..  National  Security  Information 
(NSI)  or  Restricted  Data  (RD)). 

d.  Applicability  to  NSI  of  the  criteria 
outlined  in  Section  1-301,  E.0. 12065, 
and  the  determination  that  its 
unauthorized  disclosure  reasonably 
could  be  expected  to  cause  at  least 
identifiable  damage  to  the  national 

i  ecurity.  This  provision  does  not  apply 
to  Restricted  Data  or  Formerly 
Restricted  Data  which  are  classified  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  and  not  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12065. 

In  the  course  of  classification,  and 
incidental  thereto,  the  authorized 
classifier: 

a.  Determines  the  date  or  event  on 
which  automatic  declassification  of  NSI 
may  take  place  or  the  date  on  which  the 
matter  should  be  reviewed  for 
declassification  (e.g.,  in  six  years,  at  the 
end  of  twenty  years  or,  in  the  case  of 
foreign  government  information,  at  the 
end  of  thirty  years). 
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Restricted  Data  and  Formerly 
Restricted  Data  are  not  subject  to 
automatic  declassification  and  should 
be  declassified  by  referral  to  the 
Division  of  Security,  which  will 
coordinate  the  matter  with  the 
Department  of  Energy  as  necessary. 

b.  Ensures  the  placement  of  markings 
on  the  document  or  item  of  material  to 
indicate  the  determinations  made  and  to 
convey  the  additional  information 
required  under  Part  III  of  this  Appendix. 

2.  Importance  of  Classification. 
Security  afforded  to  information,  a 
document  or  material  is  based  on  the 
classification  assigned  to  it. 

Classification  markings,  security 
clearances,  guards,  security  repositories 
and  other  such  security  measures  are 
used  as  appropriate  to  protect  classified 
matter. 

The  disclosure  of  classified 
information  either  to  unauthorized 
persons  or  foreign  governments  without 
authorization  is  likely  to  result  in 
damage  to  the  national  security  of 
foreign  relations  of  the  United  States. 
Therefore,  it  must  be  restricted  to  only 
those  authorized  individuals  who  need 
the  information  to  perform  their  official 
duties. 

3.  Who  Can  Classify,  a.  Authorized 
Classifiers.  (1)  Authorized  classifiers 
within  the  NRC  are  the  Chairman,  NRC, 
and  NRC  contractor  employees  and 
others  who  occupy  a  specific  position 
that  has  been  designated  in  writing  by 
the  Chairman,  Commissioners  or 
Executive  Director  for  Operations  to 
classify,  downgrade  and  declassify 
information,  documents  or  material. 

(2)  Authorized  classifiers  are 
designated  as  either  original  or  as 
derivative  classifiers. 

(a)  An  authorized  classifier  of  NSl 
with  orginal  classification  authority  may 
determine,  based  on  his  own  knowledge, 
authority  and  expertise,  the 
classification  level  necessary  to  protect 
information  or  matter  in  those  cases 
where  the  information  is  not  covered  by 
classification  guidance  or  in  which 
classification  has  not  otherwise  been 
previously  determined. 

(b)  An  authorized  classifier  with 
derivative  classification  authority  may 
classify  only  that  information  which  is 
based  on  a  classification  determination 
made  by  an  individual  with  original 
classification  authority,  a  source 
document  or  in  classification  guidance 
(e.g.,  guide  or  bulletin).  Each  official 
with  original  classification  authority 
also  has  derivative  classification 
authority.  NRC  contractor  employees 
and  others  may  be  designated  as 
derivative  classifiers. 

(c)  Each  authorized  classifier  is 
responsible  for  assuring  that  the 


classification  he/she  assigns  to  NSI  is 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
classification  requirements  of  the 
Executive  Order  and  policies 
established  by  the  NRC  and  that  the 
classification  assigned  to  Restricted 
Data  or  Formerly  Restricted  Data  is  in 
accordance  with  the  classification 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
and  applicable  classification  guidance. 

b.  Top  Secret  Classifying  Officials. 

E.0. 12065  designates  the  Chairman  of 
the  NRC  as  a  Top  Secret  authorized 
classifier.  By  auAority  of  the  Order,  he 
may  delegate  this  authority  to  only  the 
four  Commissioners  and  the  Executive 
Director  for  Operations.  Secret  and 
Confidential  original  and  derivative 
classifying  officials  for  the  NRC  are 
designated  by  the  Commission  or 
Executive  Director  for  Operations  on  the 
basis  of  a  request  in  writing  submitted 
to  the  Director,  Division  of  Security  by 
the  appropriate  Office  Director  or 
Regional  Office  Director.  Such  request 
shall  include: 

(1)  the  designation  of  the  position  or 
positions  for  which  authority  is  sought, 

(2)  the  level  of  classification  authority 
requested,  and 

(3)  the  justification  for  such  request, 
including  a  description  of  the  type  of 
information  that  is  anticipated  to  require 
classification  and  the  frequency  of  the 
need  to  exercise  such  authority. 

4.  Classification  Guides,  a. 
Classification  Guides  for  NSI  are 
required  under  Section  5-403  of 
Executive  Order  12065.  Such  guides 
shall: 

(1)  Identify  the  information  to  be 
protected,  using  categorization  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  insure  that  the 
information  involved  can  be  identified 
readily  and  uniformly; 

(2)  State  which  of  the  classification 
designations  (i.e..  Top  Secret,  or 
Confidential)  applies  to  the  information: 

(3)  State  the  duration  of  classification 
in  terms  of  a  period  of  time  or  future 
event.  When  such  duration  is  to  exceed 
six  years,  the  reason  for  such  extension 
shall  be  provided  in  the  guide.  However, 
if  the  inclusion  of  classified  reasons 
would  result  in  a  level  of  classification 
for  a  guide  that  would  inhibit  its 
desirable  and  required  dissemination, 
those  reasons  need  be  recorded  only  on 
or  with  the  record  copy  of  the  guide;  and 

(4)  Indicate  how  the  designations, 
time  limits,  markings,  and  other 
requirements  of  the  order  and  this 
directive  are  to  be  applied,  or  make 
specific  reference  to  agency  regulations 
that  provide  for  such  application. 

b.  Each  classification  guide  will  be 
kept  current  and  will  be  reviewed  at 
least  once  every  two  years.  The  Division 
of  Security  will  maintain  a  list  of  all 


classification  guides  in  use  within  the 
NRC  and  will  schedule  the  reviews. 

c.  Each  classification  guide  will  be 
approved  in  writing  by  the  Executive 
Director  for  Operations  and  reviewed  by 
the  Commission  prior  to  issuance. 

Within  NRC,  classification  guides  are 
grouped  in  the  following  categories: 

(1)  Program  Classification  Guides. 
These  guides  through  specific  topical 
terms  apply  classification  policy  to  a 
particular  aspect  of  the  NRC  program. 
They  frequently  involve  the  mission  of 
more  than  one  office  or  division.  Their 
issuance  and  revision  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  Director,  Division  of 
Security,  who  coordinates  with  other 
agencies  as  required.  A  program  guide 
establishes  an  authoritative  frame  of 
reference  within  which  more  detailed 
local  classification  guides  may  be 
prepared. 

The  Division  of  Security  (in 
conjunction  with  appropriate  Offices 
and  Divisions  concerned)  determines 
that  a  program  classification  guide  is 
needed  to  implement  policy  in  a  field  of 
work,  or  that  an  existing  program  guide 
requires  revision.  The  preparation  of 
program  classification  guides  will  be 
coordinated  with  appropriate  offices 
and  divisions  including  the  program 
office(s)  by  the  Division  of  Security. 
Upon  approval  of  the  guide  by  the 
Executive  Director  for  Operations  and 
review  by  the  Commission,  the  Director, 
Division  of  Security  issues  it  to 
appropriate  NRC,  NRC  contractor  and 
other  personnel  for  their  use. 

(2)  Local  Classification  Guides.  These 
guides  are  based  on  program 
classification  guides.  They  provide 
detailed  classification  guidance  for  the 
programs  or  segments  of  programs 
carried  out  wholly  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  single  organization. 
Local  classification  guides  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  Division  of 
Security,  for  approval  prior  to  use  and 
publication. 

5.  Executive  Order  12065.  The 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  12065 
apply  only  to  NSI  and  not  to  Restricted 
Data  or  Formerly  Restricted  Data. 

a.  System  of  Classification, 
Downgrading  and  Declassification.  E.O. 
12065  states  that  National  Security 
Information  must  be  classified  as  Top 
Secret,  Secret  or  Confidential.  The 
definitions  of  Top  Secret,  Secret  and 
Confidential  information  are  set  forth 
therein.  Authority  to  originally  classify 
is  restricted  to  agencies  concerned  with 
national  security  matters  and  limited  to 
the  minimum  number  of  persons 
required  for  efficient  administration. 
Heads  of  agencies  and  other  personnel 
of  agencies  authorized  to  originally 
classify  information  as  Top  Secret, 
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Secret  or  Confidential  are  specified  and 
limited  by  the  order. 

b.  Duration  of  Classification.  The  E.O. 
provides  that  at  the  time  of  original  . 
classification,  each  original 
classification  authority  must  set  a  date 
or  event  for  declassification  no  more 
than  six  years  later  unless: 

(1)  An  original  Top  Secret  authorized 
classifier  determines  that  information 
must  be  classified  for  a  longer  period.  In 
such  cases  a  declassification  date  or 
event,  or  a  date  for  review  to  determine 
whether  declassification  is  appropriate, 
must  be  set.  The  date  or  event  for 
declassification  shall  be  as  early  as 
national  security  permits.  In  any  event, 
this  longer  period,  except  for  foreign 
government  information,  can  be  for  no 
more  than  twenty  years.  (At  the  end  of 
this  twenty  years,  the  Chairman,  NRC, 
may  extend  the  classification  for  an 
additional  10-year  period  provided:  a) 
the  category  of  information  has  been 
included  in  a  systematic  review 
guideline:  and  b)  it  is  reviewed  item-by¬ 
item  at  the  20-year  mark  to  determine 
whether  continued  protection  beyond  20 
years  is  needed. 

(2)  The  information  was  originated  by 
a  foreign  government  and  provided  to 
the  United  States  Government  under  the 
condition  that  it  be  held  in  confidence, 
or  the  information  was  produced  by  the 
United  States,  in  accordance  with  a 
written  joint  arrangement  with  a  foreign 
government  or  international 
organization  of  governments,  requiring 
that  either  the  information  or  the 
arrangement,  or  both,  be  kept  in 
confidence.  Foreign  government 
information  must  not  be  assigned  a  date 
or  event  for  automatic  declassification 
unless  the  date  or  event  is  specified  or 
agreed  to  by  the  originating  foreign 
government  or  originating  international 
organization  of  governments.  Foreign 
government  information  classified  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  order  must  be 
assigned  a  date  for  declassification  or 
review  for  declassification  which  may 
be  up  to  thirty  years  from  the  time  the 
information  was  classified  or  acquired. 

c.  Method  of  Indication  of  Extension 
of  Classification  Beyond  Six  Years.  The 
extension  authority  is  to  be  used 
sparingly. 

(1)  National  Security  Information. 
Documents  and  material  may  be 
classified  for  longer  than  six  years  by: 

(a)  A  case-by-case  determination  by 
an  official  with  original  Top  Secret 
classification  authority  (which  must  be 
noted  on  the  face  of  the  document).  If 
possible,  a  date  or  event  for 
declassification  or  review  fof 
declassification  sooner  than  twenty 
years  should  be  used. 


(b)  A  determination  by  an  authorized 
classifier  other  than  an  original  Top 
Secret  classification  authority  based  on 
classification  guidance,  or  a  source 
document  approved  by  an  original  Top 
Secret  classification  authority. 

Classified  documents  originated  or 
items  of  material  produced  may  retain 
their  classification  for  more  than  six 
years,  if  they  contain  information  which 
an  original  Top  Secret  classification 
authority  requires  to  be  classified 
beyond  that  date. 

(c)  In  each  case,  covered  by  (a)  or  (b), 
the  document  or  item  of  material  will 
show  on  its  face  the  reason  for  extended 
classification.  The  annotation  may  be 
accomplished  either  by  reference  to  an 
agency  regulation,  a  classification  guide 
or  other  NRC  classification  guidance 
that  states  the  reason  for  extension  in 
narrative  form  or  by  a  narrative 
statement  on  the  face  of  the  document. 
The  authorized  classifier  must  sign  his 
name  to  such  document  and  note  on  the 
document  the  guide  item,  or  source 
document  which  authorized  the 
extension. 

(2)  Restricted  Data  and  Formerly 
Restricted  Data  are  specifically 
exempted  from  all  automatic 
downgrading  and  declassification 
procedures  of  the  Executive  Order.  No 
indication  of  exemption  other  than  the 
“Restricted  Data"  or  “Formerly 
Restricted  Data”  marking  is  necessary. 

d.  Citation  of  Extension  Authority: 

(1)  Information  covered  by  a 
Classification  Guide.  In  classifying 
information,  a  document  or  material 
containing  National  Security 
Information  when  an  approved  guide 
indicates  that  the  contents  are  subject  to 
extended  classification  pursuant  to  E.O. 
12065,  the  document  or  material  should 
be  marked  with  the  declassification  or 
review  date  or  event  indicated  in  the 
guide. 

The  citation  of  the  guide  in  the 
“Classified  by”  line,  the  signature  of  the 
authorized  classifier  in  the  “Derivative 
Classifier”  line,  the  name  of  the 
approving  official  for  the  guide  in  the 
“Extended  By”  line,  and  the  reason 
given  in  the  guide  for  the  extended 
classification  in  the  "Reason  for 
Extension”  line  are  required  for  all 
extended  classification  actions.  In  the 
case  of  material,  where  it  is  not  feasible 
to  place  the  data  on  the  item,  a  record 
maintained  by  the  classifier  and 
information  furnished  by  memorandum 
to  holders  should  set  forth  this 
information, 

(2)  Information  Not  Covered  by  a 
Guide.  If  information  not  covered  by  an 
approved  classification  guide  is 
involved,  an  NRC  regulation  or  original 
Top  Secret  classification  authority  may 


speciHcally  sanction  extended 
classification  of  a  particular  document 
or  item  of  material.  If  an  individual 
document  or  item  of  material  is 
involved,  the  signature  of  the  Top  Secret 
authorized  classifier  must  be  obtained 
as  authority  for  extended  classification. 

e.  Prohibitions  on  Classification.  The 
order  prohibits  classification  to  conceal 
violations  of  law,  inefficiency  or 
administrative  error,  to  prevent 
embarrassment  to  a  person, 
organization  or  agency,  to  restrain 
competition,  to  limit  the  dissemination 
of  information  that  is  not  classifiable 
under  the  order,  or  to  prevent  or  delay 
the  public  release  of  such  information. 

f.  Administrative  Sanctions: 

(1)  Officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States  Government  shall  be 
subject  to  appropriate  administrative 
sanctions  if  they  knowingly  and  willfully 
classify  or  continue  the  classification  of 
information  in  violation  of  E.O.  12065  or 
any  implementing  directives,  or 
knowingly,  willfully  and  without 
authorization  disclose  information 
properly  classified  under  E.O.  12065  or 
prior  E.O.s  or  compromise  properly 
classified  information  through 
negligence,  or  knowingly  and  willfully 
violate  any  other  provision  of  E.O.  12065 
or  an  implementing  directive.  Any  such 
conduct  is  to  be  considered  a  violation 
of  10  CFR  Part  0  and  handled 
accordingly. 

(2)  Sanctions  may  include  reprimand, 
suspension  without  pay,  removal, 
termination  of  classification  authority, 
or  other  sanction  in  accordance  with 
applicable  law  and  agency  regulations. 

6.  Atomic  Energy  Act  and  Energy 
Reorganization  Act.  The  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  in  Subsection 
11  defines  Restricted  Data,  and  in 
Subsection  142d  establishes  the  basis 
for  the  concept  of  Formerly  Restricted 
Data.  The  Act  is  the  basis  for  the 
determination  that  all  Restricted  Data 
and  Formerly  Restricted  Data  are 
classified. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Act  contains,  in 
Sections  141  and  142,  a  statement  of 
policy  in  regard  to  declassification  of 
Restricted  Data,  requirements  for  the 
review  of  Restricted  Data,  and  removal 
of  information  from  the  Restricted  Data 
category.  The  Energy  Reorganization 
Act,  which  created  the  Energy  Research 
and  Development  Administration  (since 
merged  into  the  Department  of  Energy) 
and  the  NRC,  leaves  these  provisions  in 
effect. 

The  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
determined  that  Restricted  Data  and 
Formerly  Restricted  Data  would  be 
classified  Top  Secret,  Secret  or 
Confidential.  Classification  guidance 
presently  in  existence  conveys  to 
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authorized  classifiers  the  proper 
classification  level  to  be  assigned  to 
Restricted  Data  and  Formerly  Restricted 
Data. 

7.  Determination  of  Proper 
Classification,  a.  Levels  and  Special 
Markings.  Classification  of  information 
includes  the  determination  and 
assignment  of  the  level  of  sensitivity 
(TS,  S.  or  C),  the  category  of  information 
(NSI,  RD,  FRD)  and  any  special  control 
markings  which  may  apply  [e.g.. 

Warning  Notice — Intelligence  Sources 
and  Methods  Involved  (WNINTEL)]. 

b.  Reason  for  Classification.  Among 
other  considerations,  the  determination 
of  whether  information  is  classified  and 
the  level  of  classification  must  be  based 
on:  (1)  the  information  contained  in  the 
document,  or  the  information  which  may 
be  revealed  by  study,  analysis, 
observation  or  use  of  material;  and  (2) 
the  information  the  document  or 
material  may  reveal  when  associated 
with  other  information,  including  that 
which  the  classifier  knows  is  in  the 
public  domain. 

The  detennination  is  based  on  the 
assumption  that  any  person  who  has 
access  to  the  document  is:  (1)  highly 
qualified  in  the  particular  field,  and  (2) 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  data  that 
have  been  treated  as  unclassified  in  the 
general  subject  area. 

8.  Responsibilities  of  Authorized 
Classifiers.  Each  person  possessing 
classification  authority,  either  original 
or  derivative,  shall  be  held  accountable 
for  the  propriety  of  his  classification 
actions.  Unnecessary  classification, 
overclassification,  and 
underclassification  shall  be  avoided. 

The  responsibilities  of  authorized 
classifiers  are  set  forth  in  E.0. 12065, 
“National  Security  Information,” 
approved  June  28, 1978,  and  its 
implementing  directive  of  October  2, 

1978.  Additional  policies  and  procedures 
are  also  set  forth  in  this  Part. 

a.  Responsibility  for  Classification. 
Authorized  original  classifiers  may 
classify  information,  only  up  to  the 
classification  levels  for  which  they  have 
been  given  classification  authority.  A 
derivative  classification  authority  may 
classify  only  that  information  which  is 
based  on  guidance  provided  by  source 
documents  or  previously  issued 
classification  guidance.  An  original 
classification  authority  may,  in  addition 
to  the  above,  determine  classification  in 
cases  where  no  guidance  exists,  basing 
his  decision  on  experience  and  program 
knowledge.  In  both  cases,  it  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  authorized 
classifier  to  determine  the  level  of 
classification  which  is  to  be  applied  to 
official  information  and  to  verify,  insofar 
as  is  practical,  the  currency  of 


classification  guidance  or  classification 
level  of  source  documents  before 
applying  derivative  classification. 

b.  Responsibility  for  Unclassified 
Determination.  Any  authorized  classifier 
may  determine  that  an  unmarked 
document  is,  in  fact,  unclassified.  This 
determination  is  distinctly  different  from 
a  declassification  determination 
concerning  currently  classified 
information  (see  D.  below).  He  may  use 
as  guidance  the  information  contained 
in: 

(1)  The  topics  of  a  local  guide  or  other 
guidance  authorized  for  his/her  use; 

(2)  Previously  declassified  documents; 
or 

(3)  Documents  determined  to  be 
unclassified  by  the  Division  of  Security. 

c.  Referral  to  Higher  Authority.  When 
an  authorized  classifier  is  in  doubt  as  to 
whether  information  is  classified,  or  as 
to  the  proper  level  of  classification  or 
the  interpretation  of  a  guide  topic  or  as 
to  which  topic  applies,  or  is  unable  to 
resolve  the  classification  or  failure  to 
classify,  he/she  should  refer  the  matter 
promptly  to  the  next  higher 
classification  authority  or  the  Division 
of  Security.  In  cases  of  unresolvable 
differences  of  opinion  as  to 
classification,  the  Division  of  Security 
will  refer  the  matter  to  the  NRC 
Classification  Review  Committee  (see  d. 
below).  During  the  process  of 
determining  the  proper  classification, 
the  document  shall  be  marked  and 
safeguarded  in  accordance  with  the 
procedure  for  the  highest  classification 
under  consideration. 

d.  The  NRC  Classification  Review 
Committee  appointed  in  accordance 
with  Section  5-404(b)  of  E.0. 12065  is 
composed  of  the  following  members: 

(1)  Deputy  Executive  Director  for 
Operations,  Chairman  (voting). 

(2)  Director,  Office  of  Policy 
Evaluation  (voting). 

(3)  Director  of  the  Office  responsible 
for  the  matter  under  review  (voting). 

(4)  Director,  Division  of  Security 
(voting). 

(5)  Director,  Office  of  Management 
and  Program  Analysis  (voting). 

(6)  Director,  Division  of  Rules  and 
Records  (voting). 

(7)  Executive  Legal  Director  (voting). 

(8)  Chief,  Information  Security  Branch, 
Division  of  Security,  Secretary 
(nonvoting). 

A  quorum  of  three  voting  members 
shall  be  necessary  to  transact  the 
business  of  the  Committee.  A  majority 
vote  of  those  members  present  will 
reflect  the  views  and  determinations  of 
the  Committee  on  the  matters  under 
consideration. 


e.  The  functions  of  the  NRC 
Classification  Review  Committee  are  as 
follows: 

(1)  The  Committee  shall  act  on  written 
suggestions  and  complaints  from 
persons  with  or  outside  the  NRC  with 
respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
classification-declassification  and 
downgrading  aspects  of  E.0. 12065  and 
its  implementing  directive  within  NR(J. 
Such  suggestions  and  complaints  may 
include  those  regarding 
overclassification,  failure  to  classify,  or 
unusual  delays  in  declassifying 
information  and  material. 

(2)  The  Committee  will  consider  cases 
referred  to  it  in  writing.  Where  it  finds 
that  unnecessary  classification  or 
overclassification  has  repeatedly 
ocurred,  or  in  cases  of  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  E.0. 12065  or  the 
implementing  directive,  the  Committee 
will  report  to  the  Executive  Director  for 
Operations,  as  required,  with 
recommendations  for  corrective  steps  to 
be  taken. 

(3)  The  Committee  shall  exercise  the 
authorities  and  responsibilities 
delegated  to  it  under  Appendix  A  of  10 
CFR  Part  9. 

(4)  The  Committee  shall  consider  any 
other  matters  that  may  be  referred  to  it. 

(5)  See  D.9a.  and  b  and  D.lOf.  through 
i.  below  for  other  functions. 

f.  In  addition  to  participating  as  a 
member  of  the  Classification  Review 
Committee,  the  Director,  Division  of 
Security,  is  responsible  for  carrying  out 
decisions  of  the  Executive  Director  for 
Operations  on  recommendations 
submitted  by  the  Committee  under 
paragraphs  e(2),  (3),  and  (5)  above. 

9.  Responsibilities  of  Originators  of 
Documents,  a.  Originator  who  is  not  an 
authorized  classifier.  If  the  originator 
believes  that  a  document  originated  by 
him/her  requires  classification  or  has 
any  doubt  of  the  need  for  classification, 
he/she  shall  refer  the  document  to  an 
authorized  classifier  for  decision. 

If  the  originator  is  certain  that  a 
document  is  unclassified,  he/she  need 
not  refer  it  to  an  authorized  classifier 
but  will  handle  it  accordingly. 

b.  Originator  who  is  an  authorized 
classifier. 

(1)  Derivative  Classification 
Authority.  If  the  document  contains 
information  covered  in  classification 
guides  or  other  NRC  approved 
classification  guidance  or  is  extracted 
from  a  previously  classified  document, 
an  authorized  classifier  with  derivative 
classification  authority  may  classify  the 
document.  The  derivative  classifier 
must,  where  practicable,  verify  the 
information’s  current  level  of 
classification.  If  the  document  contains 
other  matter  which  may  require 
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classification,  it  must  be  referred  to  an 
authorized  original  classifier. 

(2)  Original  Classification  Authority. 
Originator  may  classify  his/her  own 
documents  and  those  referred  to  him/ 
her  provided  that  such  action  is  within 
the  authority  delegated  to  him/her. 

10.  Identification  of  Classification 
Authority.  Executive  Order  12065 
requires  classified  documents  to 
indicate  on  their  face  the  identity  of  the 
authorized  classifier.  ^ 

a.  Original  Classification  Authority. 

An  original  classifier  may  assign 
classification  to  information  based  on 
classification  guidance,  extraction  or 
derivation  of  the  information  from 
previously  classified  information. 
Additionally,  he  is  authorized  to  make 
an  initial  determination  that  information 
requires  classification  to  protect  against 
unauthorized  disclosure  in  the  interest 
of  national  security,  and  he  is  required 
to  designate  the  level  of  classification  if 
it  is  within  his  delegated  authority,  or 
his  own  experience  and  detailed 
program  knowledge.  When  a  classified 
document  is  originated,  the  signature  of 
the  authorized  classifier  shall  be  placed 
on  the  face  of  the  document. 

b.  Derivative  Classification  Authority. 
When  a  document  is  classified  by  a 
derivative  classifier,  the  signature  of  the 
derivative  classifier  shall  be  placed  on 
the  face  of  the  document. 

c.  Classification  Determination.  The 
authorized  classifier  assumes  full 
responsibility  for  the  classification  . 
assigned  to  the  document  regardless  of 
the  source  of  the  information.  The 
authorized  classifier’s  signature  on  the 
face  of  the  document  indicates 
acceptance  of  this  responsibility. 

(1)  For  a  document  containing  only 
classified  information  extracted  or 
drawn  from  other  documents  or  other 
sources,  an  authorized  classifier,  in  this 
case  either  an  original  or  a  derivative 
classifier,  must  assume  responsibility  for 
the  classification  of  the  entire  document. 
However,  he  should  assure  himself  that 
the  classification  assigned  to  the 
derivative  information  is  accurate. 

If  a  document  contains  only  classified 
information  extracted  or  drawn  from 
one  other  document  or  source,  the 
identity  of  the  original  classifier  as 
shown  on  the  other  document  or 
identified  with  the  other  source  may  be 
cited  in  the  new  document. 

In  the  case  of  classified  information 
extracted  or  drawn  from  more  than  one 
document,  one  of  which  has  a  higher 
classification  than  any  of  the  others,  the 
new  document  should  be  assigned  the 
highest  classification  of  the  information 
extracted  or  drawn.  This  may  be  the 
classification  of  the  more  highly 
classified  document  unless  the  new 


document,  as  a  result  of  the 
incorporation  of  information  from  a 
number  of  sources,  requires  a  still  higher 
classification.  If  the  new  document,  due 
to  the  sensitivity  of  the  compilation, 
requires  a  higher  classification  than  any 
of  the  source  documents,  this  would  be 
considered  to  be  an  original 
classification  determination  and  must  be 
made  by  an  original  classifier.  If  the  new 
document  does  not  require  a  level  of 
classification  higher  than  any  of  the 
source  documents  a  derivative  classifier 
may  authorize  the  classification  at  a 
level  equal  to  the  classification  of  the 
most  highly  classified  source. 

(2)  For  a  document  containing 
classified  information  extracted  or 
drawn  from  other  documents  and 
additional  classified  information 
supplied  by  the  originator,  classification 
would  be  accomplished  by  a  derivative 
classifier  if  the  additional  information  is 
covered  in  issued  classification 
guidance.  If  it  is  not  covered  by  such 
guidance,  the  determination  must  be 
made  by  an  original  classifier.  In  either 
event,  the  authorized  classifier  must 
assume  responsibility  for  the 
classification  of  the  entire  document. 
His/her  identity  should  be  appropriately 
placed  on  the  document  as  the 
authorized  classifier. 

11.  Specified  Instances,  a.  Notices  of 
Classification  and  Upgrading: 

(1)  A  notice  that  a  document 
mistakenly  issued  as  unclassified  is  in 
fact,  classified,  or  notice  that  a 
document  has  been  mistakenly 
declassified,  must  be  classified  at  least 
at  the  Confidential  National  Security 
Information  level,  and  must  be  marked 
to  show  eligibility  for  declassification 
six  years  from  origin  or  sooner,  unless 
the  notice  contains  information 
requiring  a  higher  classification, 
contains  information  that  must  remain 
classified  longer  than  six  years,  or 
contains  RD  or  FRD. 

(2)  If  all  copies  of  a>document  which 
had  been  mistakenly  issued  as 
unclassified  or  mistakenly  declassified 
have  been  classified  or  destroyed  before 
the  declassification  date  on  the  notice, 
the  notice  (unless  the  content  is 
otherwise  classified)  set  forth  in  (1) 
above  shall  be  declassified  immediately 
and  action  taken  to  notify  holders  of  the 
notice  to  this  effect. 

(3)  Notice  that  a  classified  document 
has  been  upgraded  to  a  more  restrictive 
classification  may  be  unclassified 
provided  no  classified  information  is 
included  in  the  upgrading  notice. 

(4)  The  fact  that  a  document  issued  as 
unclassified  actually  contains  classified 
information  may  not  be  disclosed  over 
unsecured  telecommunication  circuits 


(e.g.,  by  regular  telephone 
conversations). 

b.  Downgrading  and  Declassification 
Notices.  Notices  that  a  classified 
document  has  been  declassified  or 
downgraded  are  unclassified  unless  the 
notices  otherwise  contain  classified 
information. 

c.  ADP  Matter.  Generally,  ADP  matter 
(e.g.,  cards,  tapes  and  disk  packs)  is 
prepared  on  the  basis  of  a  request,  or  on 
the  basis  of  information  supplied,  from 
sources  outside  the  Automatic  Data 
Processing  (ADP)  Center.  It  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  person  transmitting 
data  to  the  ADP  Center  to  advise  the 
Center  as  to  the  classification  and 
category  of  information  (NSI,  RD  or 
FRD)  involved,  and  also  to  advise  as  to 
the  identify  of  the  classifying  official. 

This  will  guide  the  Center  in  protecting 
and  marking  the  data  and  any  derivative 
data  such  as  printouts.  If  extended 
classification  is  involved,  the  person 
transmitting  the  data  to  the  Center  must 
also  provide  the  identify  of  the 
extending  authority  and  the  basis  for 
extension.  The  ADP  matter,  when 
produced,  will  be  marked,  documented 
and  controlled  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  Parts  III  and  XII  of  this 
Appendix. 

d.  Subjects  or  Titles.  Classified 
subjects  or  titles  may  be  used  on 
documents  only  when  it  is  not  feasible 
to  use  unclassified  titles.  Top  Secret 
information  shall  not  be  included  in  a 
subject  or  title. 

e.  Classified  Documents  Furnished  to 
other  Government  Agencies.  Classified 
documents  furnished  by  NRC,  NRC 
contractors  or  other  personnel 
associated  with  the  NRC  program  to 
other  government  agencies,  their 
contractors  or  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  downgraded, 
declassified  or  transclassified  only  with 
NRC  consent. 

f.  Outside  Agency  Documents. 
Classified  outside  agency  documents 
shall  be  downgraded,  declassified  or 
transclassified  only  after  the  consent  of 
the  originating  agency  or  government 
has  been  obtained. 

g.  Information  Received  from  Foreign 
Governments  or  International 
Organizations.  (1)  Foreign  government 
information  shall  either  retain  its 
original  classification  designation  or  be 
assigned  a  United  States  classification 
designation  that  shall  assure  a  degree  of 
protection  equivalent  to  that  required  by 
the  originating  government  or 
international  organization. 

(2)  Any  such  classified  documents 
shall  not  be  declassified  or  downgraded 
without  the  consent  of  the  originating 
government  or  international 
organization. 
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(3)  If  the  foreign  classification  on  such 
documents  is  in  English,  no  additional 
U.S.  classification  designation  is 
required  to  be  placed  on  the  documents. 

If  the  classification  is  in  a  foreign 
language,  an  equivalent  U.S. 
classification  designation  will  be  added. 

h.  Documents  Where  Classification  or 
Lack  of  Classification  is  Questioned. 

(1)  When  a  recipient  of  a  document 
questions  its  classification  or  lack  of 
classification,  he  shall  immediately 
contact  the  originator  to  resolve  the 
matter.  Pending  determination  of  its 
proper  classification,  the  document, 
together  w'ith  all  copies,  drafts, 
reproductions,  extracts,  work  sheets  and 
the  information  itself,  will  be 
safeguarded  in  accordance  with  the 
highest  classification  and  category 
whic  h  might  reasonably  be  assigned  to 
it. 

(2)  When  such  document  has  been 
distributed  outside  the  originator’s 
function  (i.e.,  outside  an  originating 

I  leadquarters  Office  or  Division,  an 
originating  Regional  Office,  or  an 
originating  contractor  facility),  the 
originator  shall  give  immediate  notice  of 
the  matter  to  the  Division  of  Security. 

(3)  When  such  document  has  not  been 
distributed  outside  the  originator’s 
function,  but  the  recipient  and  the 
originator  cannot  agree  as  to  the 
classification  of  the  document  within  * 
five  w'orking  days  of  the  questioning  of 
same,  the  originator  shall  give 
immediate  written  notice  of  the  matter 
to  the  Division  of  Security. 

(4)  The  notices  to  the  Division  of 
Security  will  be  accompanied  by  a  copy 
of  the  questioned  document,  or  by 
advice  as  to  where  in  NRC 
Headquarters  a  co;  y  can  be  obtained. 
Any  such  document  transmitted  will  be 
safcquarded  consistent  with  (1)  above. 
Notices  w'ill  include  any  pertinent 
information  then  known  to  the 
originating  office,  including  any 
available  information  as  to  the 
distribution  of  the  document  or 
information.  However,  unless  authorized 
by  the  Division  of  Security,  the 
originating  office  should  not  go  outside 
its  own  boundaries  to  acquire 
information  for  the  report. 

(5)  The  Division  of  Security  will 
determine  whether  any  physically- 
unclassfied  document  actually  is 
classified,  or  whether  a  physically- 
classified  document  is  improperly 
classified,  and,  if  so,  will  effect 
appropriate  follow-up  action,  either 
directly,  or  through  the  originating  office 
or  function.  Division  of  Security  follow¬ 
up  will  include,  among  other  items, 
determination  of  the  cause  of  failure  to 
properly  classify  a  document,  the 
applicability  of  infraction  procedures  to 


individuals  involved,  and  the 
desirability  from  the  standpoint  of 
residual  security  of  the  information 
involved,  and  recovering  copies  of  the 
documents. 

(6)  The  originating  office  or  function 
and  any  other  functions  involved  shall 
furnish  the  Division  of  Security  all 
possible  cooperation  in  these  matters, 
but  will  take  no  action  or  make  no 
inquiries  (such  as  ascertaining  the 
identity  of  outside  recipients  of  a 
document)  beyond  the  confines  of  their 
own  offices,  except  as  approved  by  the 
Division  of  Security. 

12.  Conferences  and  Symposia.  A 
times.  NRC,  NRC  contractors,  and 
others  affiliated  with  NRC,  sponsor  or 
participate  in  conferences  and  symposia 
which  are  intended  to  be  unclassified, 
but  which  relate  to  sensitive  programs 
or  installations.  To  minimize  the  risk  of 
inadvertently  revealing  classified 
information  at  such  meetings,  the 
procedures  in  a.  and  b.,  below,  have 
been  established. 

a.  Review  of  Papers.  Papers  involving 
sensitive  programs  or  installations  are 
to  be  submitted  to  an  NRC  authorized 
classifier  (see  B.3.  above)  or  the  Division 
of  Security  for  review  prior  to 
unclassified  use. 

b.  Briefings.  All  NRC  and  NRC 
contractor  personnel,  who  are  to  deliver 
briefings  which  involve  sensitive 
programs  or  installations,  shall  have  the 
text  of  such  briefings  reviewed  for 
classification  by  an  authorized  classifier 
or  the  Division  of  Security  before  they 
are  presented. 

13.  Publication  or  Release  of 
Documents.  Where  there  is  any  doubt  as 
to  whether  a  document  contains  NSI, 

RD,  or  FRD,  the  author  will  refer  the 
document  to  the  Director,  Division  of 
Security,  or  to  an  NRC  authorized 
classifier  for  classification  review. 

a.  Review  of  Documents  Prepared  by 
NRC  Employees,  NRC  Contractor 
Employees  or  Other  NRC  Affiliated 
Personnel.  An  NRC  or  NRC  Contractor 
employee,  or  other  person  associated 
with  the  NRC  program  may  desire  to 
release,  as  unclassified,  information 
relating  to  his  activity.  Contracts  for 
classified  work  contain  clauses  that 
require  safeguarding  of  NSI,  RD  or  FRD, 
These  contracts  require  that  proposed 
disclosures,  whether  in  the  form  of 
documents,  visual  materials,  speeches 
or  otherwise,  be  reviewed  by  an 
authorized  classifier  to  prevent  the 
release  of  classified  information,  as  well 
as  to  obtain  appropriate  review  for 
patent  clearance.  NRC  employees  and 
other  personnel  associated  with  the 
NRC  program  are  under  similar 
obligation  to  protect  against  the 
unintentional  disclosure  of  classified 


information  in  conjunction  with  the 
release  of  unclassified  information. 

b.  Review  of  Documents  Submitted  by 
Uncleared  Authors.  Documents 
voluntarily  submitted  for  review  by  an 
uncleared  author  who.  to  the  best  of  the 
reviewer’s  knowledge,  has  never  had 
access  to  classified  data  sl\ould  be 
forwarded  to  the  Division  of  Security  for 
review.  If,  after  review,  it  is  determined 
that  the  article  contains  information 
which  should  be  classified,  the  Division 
of  Security  shall  advise  the  author,  to 
the  extent  possible  within  the  bounds  of 
security,  of  the  reason  for  the  necessity 
for  classification  and,  if  possible,  take 
action  to  have  the  author  delete  any 
classified  information  contained  in  the 
document.  In  the  course  of  such  a 
review,  the  Division  of  Security  will 
refer  the  documents  to  other 
Headquarters  Offices  and  Divisions  and 
other  Government  agencies,  as 
appropriate. 

c.  Review  of  Documents  Submitted  by 
Formerly  Cleared  Persons  or  by  Authors 
with  Active  Clearances.  Documents 
submitted  by  formerly  “Q"  or  “L” 
cleared  persons,  by  persons  with  active 
NRC  clearances  other  than  those  set 
forth  in  a.  above  or  by  persons  formerly 
or  presently  cleared  by  other 
Government  agencies,  shall  be  reviewed 
by  an  NRC  authorized  classifier  or  the 
Division  of  Security,  and  the  author  will 
be  required  to  delete  any  classified 
information  contained  in  the  document 
prior  to  unclassified  publication. 

C.  Change  of  Classification 

Change  of  classification  is  the 
determination  that  higher  or  lower 
classification  applies  to  a  classified 
item.  It  does  not  include 
declassification.  (See  D.  for  information 
concerning  declassification.) 

1.  Authority  to  Change  Classification. 
An  authorized  classifier  may  change  the 
classification  of  information  which  he, 
or  his  predecessors  in  that  position, 
have  classified  to  make  it  consistent 
with  current  classification  guidance.  A 
supervisor  of  the  above  official,  if  he  has 
classification  authority,  may  also  make 
such  changes  in  such  classification. 

2.  Automatic  Downgrading  of 
Documents.  Documents  containing  RD 
or  FRD,  are  exempt  from  automatic 
downgrading.  Documents,  other  than  RD 
or  FRD  may  be  determined  to  be  subject 
to  automatic  downgrading  at  some  date 
prior  to  their  declassification  date  or 
event  if  the  original  authorized  classifier 
determines  their  sensitivity  will 
decrease  with  the  passage  of  time. 

When  automatic  downgrading 
instructions  are  placed  on  the  document 
at  the  time  of  origin,  the  document  will 
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pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  2107  or  2107  note, 
shall  be  reviewed  for  declassification  as 
it  becomes  twenty  years  old.  The  review 
will  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
N’RC  guidelines  established  and 
maintained  for  such  purposes.  The 
guidelines  shall  be  kept  current  through 
a  review  at  least  every  two  years  unless 
earlier  review  for  revision  is  requested 
by  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States. 
These  guidelines  will  state  specific, 
limited  categories  of  information  which, 
because  of  their  national  security 
sensitivity  should  not  be  declassified 
automatically,  but  must  be  reviewed 
item  by  item  to  determine  whether 
continued  protection  beyond  twenty 
years  is  needed.  All  categories  of 
information  not  covered  by  the 
guidelines  shall  be  declassified  by  the 
Archivist  or  any  authorized  classifier 
automatically  at  the  end  of  twenty  years 
from  the  date  of  original 
declassification.  RD,  FRD  and 
information  provided  to  the  United 
States  Government  by  a  foreign 
government,  or  international 
organization  of  foreign  governments, 
with  an  understanding  of  confidentiality, 
or  information  produced  by  the  United 
States,  in  accordance  with  a  written 
joint  arrangement  with  a  foreign 
government  or  international 
organization  of  governments  requiring 
that  the  information  or  arrangement  or 
both  kept  in  confidence  must  be 
reviewed  by  authorized  classifiers  on  a 
case-by-case  basis.  RD  and  FRD  must  be 
removed  from  the  RD  or  FRD  category 
before  it  can  be  declassified.  Foreign 
government  information  shall  be 
reviewed  by  authorized  classifiers  to 
declassification  at  the  end  of  thirty 
years  but  not  automatically  declassified. 
See  D.3.  above  regarding  Restricted 
Data  and  Formerly  Restricted  Data. 

9.  Review  Under  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  or  Privacy  Act. 
Classification  review  and  other  actions 
regarding  review  of  classified 
documents  and  material,  in  accordance 
with  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552)  or  the  Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552a).  must  be  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Part  and 
Chapter  0211. 

a.  The  Director,  Division  of  Security, 
will  attempt  to  resolve  disagreements  on 
the  releasability  of  information 
requested  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  or  withheld  under  the 
Privacy  Act. 

b.  The  NRC  Classification  Review 
Committee  will  review  all  appeals  for 
records  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  or  the  Privacy  Act  when  a 
proposed  denial  is  based  on  E.0. 12065. 


and  the  Division  of  Security  is  unable  to 
resolve  the  disagreement. 

c.  The  Committee  will  review  and  act 
within  ten  working  days  (twenty 
working  days  for  PA  requests)  upon  all 
appeals  regarding  requests  for 
declassification  of  information  and 
material  under  the  FOIA  or  PA  which 
are  referred  to  it.  The  Committee  will  - 
forward  its  recommendations  to  the 
Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

When  documents  under  review  are 
Commission  documents  as  oppo.sed  to 
Staff  documents,  the  Committee  will 
make  its  recommendations  to  the 
Commission. 

d.  If  there  is  an  FOIA  request  for 
information  originated  on  or  after 
December  1, 1978,  which  carried  no 
classification  marking  (Top  Secret, 

Secret  or  Confidential)  at  the  time  the 
request  was  received,  but  was 
determined  to  be  classified  information 
during  the  course  of  FOIA  processing, 
that  information  must  be  forwarded 
through  FOIA  channels  to  the  Chairman, 
NRC,  for  his  personal  review  and 
certification  that  retroactive 
classification  is  warranted.  In  the  case 
of  an  FOIA  request  for  information 
originated  prior  to  December  1, 1978,  the 
Executive  Director  for  Operations  may 
perform  this  review  and  certification. 

e.  If  the  NRC  receives  a  request  for  a 
classified  document  in  its  custody  which 
was  originated  by  another  federal 
agency,  it  will  forward  the  request  to 
that  agency  for  a  disclosure 
determination  and  notify  the  requester 
of  the  referral.  The  originating  agency 
should  then  respond  directly  to  the 
requester. 

f.  When  a  classified  document 
requested  was  originated  by  NRC  but 
contains  information  provided  or 
classified  by  another  federal  agency,  the 
part  of  the  document  provided  or 
classified  by  that  agency  will  be 
referred  to  that  agency  for  a  disclosure 
determination.  The  other  agency  should 
respond  to  NRC  which  will  then  notify 
the  requester  of  the  resulting 
determinations. 

10.  Mandatory  Review  of  Information 
Under  Executive  Order  12065.  a. 
Information  classified  under  E.0. 12065, 
or  previous  orders  which  is  requested  by 
a  member  of  the  public,  a  Government 
employee,  or  a  Government  agency* 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  3-501  of 
E.0. 12065,  is  subject  to  a  mandatory 
declassification  review  provided  the 
request  reasonably  describes  the 
information. 

(1)  Whenever  a  request  does  not 
reasonably  describe  the  information 
sought,  the  requester  shall  be  notified 
that  unless  additional  information  is 
provided  or  the  scope  of  the  request  is 


narrowed,  no  further  action  will  be 
undertaken. 

(2)  If  there  is  a  mandatory  review 
request  for  information  which  was  not 
marked  as  classified  at  the  time  the 
request  was  received,  but  was 
determined  to  be  classified  in  the  course 
of  the  mandatory  review  processing,  the 
procedures  for  review  and  certification 
by  the  NRC  Chairman  or  Executive 
Director  for  Operations  outlined  in 
D.9.d.  above  apply. 

(3)  If  the  NRC  receives  a  request  for  a 
document  in  its  custody  which  was 
classified  by  another  agency,  it  shall 
forward  the  request  to  that  agency  and 
notify  the  requester  of  the  referral.  Upon 
the  other  agency’s  determination  of  the 
current  status  of  the  information,  NRC 
will  advise  the  requester  of  the  result. 

(4)  If  the  NRC  receives  a  request  for  a 
document  in  its  possession  which 
contains  foreign  government 
information,  it  shall  be  processed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section  except  that,  where  applicable, 
coordination  with  the  government  or 
international  organization  concerned 
will  be  made. 

b.  Any  person  desiring  mandatory 
declassification  review  of  NRC 
documents  containing  NSI,  RD  or  FRD 
should  address  such  requests  to  the 
Director,  Division  of  Security,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Requests  need 
not  be  made  on  any  special  form  but 
shall,  as  specified  in  the  E.O.,  describe 
the  documents  with  sufficient 
particularity  to  enable  NRC  personnel  to 
identify  and  obtain  the  documents  from 
NRC  records  without  expending  more 
than  a  reasonable  amount  of  effort. 
Charges  for  services  (e.g.,  locating  and 
reproducing  copies  of  records)  will  be 
made,  when  deemed  applicable,  in 
accordance  with  NRC  regulations  and 
will  be  consistent  with  charges  for 
information  requested  under  the  Privacy 
Act,  NRC  Manual  Chapter  0204  or 
Freedom  of  Information  Act,  NRC 
Bulletin  0211-4. 

c.  The  Director,  Division  of  Security, 
will  acknowledge  receipt  of  the  request. 

d.  Every  effort  will  be  made  to 
complete  action  on  each  request  within 
thirty  days  of  receipt  of  the  request.  If 
action  cannot  be  completed  within  thirty 
days,  the  requester  shall  be  so  advised 
by  the  Director,  Division  of  Security, 
along  with  the  reasons  for  the  need  for 
additional  time.  Requests  must  be  acted 
upon  within  60  days  after  receipt.  The 
requester  will  be  advised  that  in 
exceptional  circumstances  if  a  decision 
from  NRC  on  his  request  is  not  received 
within  60  days  from  the  date  of  receipt 
of  his  request  by  NRC,  or  from  the  date 
of  the  most  recent  receipt  of  response  to 
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an  NRC  request  for  more  particulars, 
he/she  may  apply  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  NRC  Classification  Review 
Committee  for  a  decision  on  his  request. 

e.  The  Director,  Division  of  Security, 
shall  determine  wl^ether  the  information 
may  be  declassified  and,  if  so,  make  the 
information  available  to  the  requester 
unless  withholding  is  warranted  for 
some  other  reason  under  the  provisions 
of  applicable  law. 

f.  In  the  event  the  Director,  Division  of 
Security,  determines  that  requested 
information  or  matter  must  remain 
classified  under  the  provisions  of  E.O. 
12065,  or  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,*  the 
requester  shall  be  given  prompt 
notification  of  that  decision  and  shall  be 
provided  a  statement  as  to  why  the 
information  cannot  be  declassified.  If 
appropriate,  classified  sections  of  the 
document  will  be  identified  and  the 
requester  advised  that  a  “sanitized” 
document  can  be  provided  with  an 
appropriate  unclassiHed  description  of 
the  deleted  information.  The  requester 
shall  be  advised  that  he  may  appeal  that 
determination  to  the  NRC  Classification 
Review  Committee  by  submitting  a 
request  for  review  in  writing  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  in  care  of 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
within  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  the 
correspondence  advising  him  of  the 
denial.  Any  such  requests  shall  specify 
the  reasons  why  the  requester  believes 
that  the  information  or  material  does  not 
warrant  classification  under  provisions 
of  E.0. 12065. 

g.  The  NRC  Classification  Review 
Committee  will  normally  render  a 
decision  on  the  matter  within  thirty  days 
of  the  receipt  of  a  request.  If  a  longer 
period  is  likely  to  be  required  because  of 
the  need  for  consultations  with  other 
agencies  or  the  requester,  the  requester 
will  be  advised  of  the  time  needed  to 
complete  review  of  the  matter.  The 
Committee  shall  determine  whether 
continued  classification  is  required  in 
whole  or  in  part,  notify  the  requester  of 
the  determination,  and' make  available 
any  information  that  is  declassified  and 
is  otherwise  releasable.  If  conbnued 
classification  is  required,  the  requester 
shall  be  notified  of  the  reasons.  The 
Committee  shall  also  communicate  the 
determination  on  the  appeal  to  any 
government  agency  which  was  asked  to 
participate  in  the  review. 

h.  In  the  event  the  Director,  Division 
of  Security,  or  the  NRC  Classification 
Review  Committee,  determines  that  the 
information  is  unclassified,  but  the 


'  Declassification  of  Restricted  Data  and  Formerly 
Restricted  Data  may  take  place  only  in  accordance 
with  D.3.  above. 


information  appears  to  be  of  the  type 
exempt  from  public  disclosure  as  set 
forth  in  10  CFR  Part  9,  the  requester 
shall  be  so  notified  in  writing. 

i.  Whenever  the  NRC  Classification 
Review  Committee  determines  that 
information  must  remain  classified,  it 
shall  notify  the  requester  that,  except  in 
the  case  of  information  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  he 
may  be  entitled  to  appeal  that  action  to 
the  Commission. 

11.  Privileged  Information. 
Declassification  of  information  in 
documentary  or  other  form  does  not 
necessarily  result  in  publication  or 
unlimited  dissemination  of  the 
information  involved  if  it  is  within  the 
exemptions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act,  within  the  scope  of  the 
Privacy  Act  or  otherwise  not  releasable 
under  the  provisions  of  Chapter  0211, 
Parts  IV  or  XVI  of  this  appendix. 

E.  Data  Index  System 

1.  Purpose.  The  Data  Index  System 
has  been  designed  by  the  NRC  to  ensure 
current  and  accurate  information  is 
readily  available  for  use  by  the  NRC  in 
its  reporting  responsibility  to  the 
Information  Security  Oversight  Office 
(ISOO)  and  in  its  initial  responsibilities 
of  conducting  an  effective  classification/ 
declassification  program. 

2.  Operation  of  System.  Whenever  an 
NRC  authorized  classifier  (original  or 
derivative)  completes  a  classification 
action,  whether  it  be  at  the  Top  Secret, 
Secret,  or  Confidential  level,  an  NRC 
Form  790,  "Classification  Record,”  must 
be  filled  out  and  submitted  to  the 
Division  of  Security. 

Each  authorized  classifier  completes 
one  Form  790  for  each  classification 
action  taken. 

The  authorized  classifier  submits  two 
copies  of  the  Form  790  to  the  Division  of 
Security  and  retains  one  copy  for  his/ 
her  files.  The  Division  of  Security  will 
monitor  all  Data  Index  input  and 
maintain  the  system's  records. 

3.  Data  Index  System  Reports.  The 
Division  of  Security  is  responsible,  for 
preparing  specific  reports  which  are 
based  on  the  information  provided  by 
the  Data  Index  System  and  are 
submitted  to  the  ISOO  on  predetermined 
due  dates.  Additionally,  the  Division  of 
Security  is  required  to  maintain  a 
current  listing  of  positions,  by 
classification  designation,  to  which 
original  classification  authority  has  been 
granted.  The  reports  enable  the  Division 
of  Security  to  administer  the  NRC 
Security  Program.  The  Division  of 
Security  will  forward  to  each  Office  a 
listing  of  classified  documents  not 
subject  to  automatic  declassification  so 
that  they  may  be  reviewed. 


F.  Classification  Education 

1.  Initial  Classification  Indoctrination 
for  Authorized  Classifiers.  Each  new 
NRC  authorized  classifier  must 
understand  his/her  classification 
responsibilities  before  being  given 
authority  to  classify,  declassify  and 
downgrade  information.  Each  employee 
who  obtains  classification  authority  by 
filling  a  designated  position  shall  be 
familiarized  with  the  responsibilities  of 
his  position  by  another  authorized 
classifier  or  other  appropriate  persormel 
designated  by  the  Director,  Division  of 
Security.  The  indoctrination  shall 
include: 

a.  a  review  of  Executive  Order  12065 
“National  Security  Information,”  the 
implementing  directive  of  October  2, 

1978  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Act; 

b.  an  explanaticm  of  classification  and 
classified  information,  including  the 
difference  between  NSI,  RD,  and  FRD 
and  the  levels  of  classification; 

c.  an  explanation  of  the  NRC 
classification  organizational  structure 
and  the  channels  through  which  the  new 
authorized  classifier  should  refer 
classification  questions; 

d.  stress  of  the  authorized  classifier’s 
responsibility  for  assuring  that 
documents  are  reviewed  for 
classification  and  declassification; 

e.  a  review  of  applicable  classification 
guidance. 

If  a  briefing  is  conducted,  a  report  by 
the  person  who  conducts  it  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  Director,  Management 
Development  and  Training  Staff,  NRC, 
by  completion  of  NRC  Form  121, 
"Training  Control  and  Input.” 

2.  Follow-up  Indoctrination.  Within  a 
suitable  period  after  entry  on  duty  (not 
to  exceed  three  months),  a 
representative  of  the  Division  of 
Security  or  an  authorized  classifier  or 
appropriate  personnel  designated  by  the 
Director,  Division  of  Security,  will 
communicate  with  newly  authorized 
classifiers  to  reemphasize  the  above 
points,  expand  on  them,  as  appropriate, 
and  explain  in  detail  classification 
guidance  covering  the  employee’s  work. 
What  constitutes  a  suitable  period  will 
depend  on  the  nature  of  an  individual’s 
employment.  For  example,  a  newly 
authorized  classifier  in  the  safeguards 
field  may  require  such  a  follow-up 
almost  immediately  to  assure  that 
classified  information  is  not 
inadvertently  disclosed  by  him  or  other 
person  under  his  jurisdiction  in  writing 
or  discussions. 

A  report  of  follow-up  indoctrination 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Director, 
Management  Development  and  Training 
staff,  NRC,  as  set  forth  above. 
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3.  Continuing  Classification 
Education.  It  is  essential  that 
classification  awareness  be  maintained 
at  a  high  level.  Accordingly,  Office  and 
Regional  Directors  shall  conduct  a 
program  to  assure  continuing  awareness 
by  authorized  classifiers  of  their 
classification  responsibilities  and  the 
appropriate  exercise  of  these 
responsibilities. 

G.  Classification  Appraisals 

1.  Requirements.  The  Director, 

Division  of  Security,  is  required  to  keep 
informed  of  the  classification  practices 
and  procedures  of  Headquarters  Offices 
and  Divisions,  Regional  Offices  and 
contractors.  This  is  accomplished 
through  the  appraisal  (see  Appendix 
2101,  Part  1  for  definition  of  “appraisal") 
process. 

2.  Scope  of  Appraisals.  Classification 
practices  and  procedures  of  NRC  and 
NRC  contractor  organizations  shall  be 
reviewed  during  an  appraisal  to 
determine  the  correctness  and 
uniformity  of  interpretation  and 
implementation  of  NRC  classification 
policy  and  standards. 

3.  Content  of  Appraisals.  An  appraisal 
should  provide  data  in  regard  to  all  of 
the  following  items  which  are 
applicable: 

a.  Data  Regarding  Appraiser  and  Sites 
Appraised.  Name  and  position,  title(s]  of 
the  appraiser(s),  facility  (organization) 
visited,  persons  interviewed,  and  dates 
involved  in  the  appraisal. 

b.  Activity  of  Management.  Activity  of 
management  in  keeping  informed  of 
current  NRC  classification  policy,  as  it 
applies  to  information,  projects, 
documents,  and  material  affecting  its 
operations. 

c.  Educational  Program.  Activity  and 
effectiveness  of  the  educational  program 
in  the  indoctrination  and  instruction  of 
authorized  classifiers  and  other 
individuals  in  classification  standards 
and  procedures.  The  appraisal  will 
conform  the  conduct  of  classification 
education  as  specified  in  F.l,  2  and  3 
above. 

d.  Work  or  Project  Classification. 
Stress  placed  on  the  necessity  for 
establishing  the  appropriate 
classification  of  new  work  or  projects  in 
the  earliest  stages  of  their  conception. 

e.  Conformity  with  NRC  Classification 
Practices.  Conformity  of  classification 
practices,  in  the  activity  appraised,  with 
NRC  procedures  (the  data  should  be 
based  on  a  review  of  classified  and 
unclassified  correspondence,  records, 
procurement  forms,  financial  reports, 
etc.). 

f.  Authorized  ClassiHers.  Appointment 
of  appropriate  authorized  classifiers  to 


fill  requirements  of  the  activity 
appraised. 

g.  Declassification.  Appointment  of 
appropriate  personnel  to  review 
documents  to  ensure  continued 
classification  is  warranted  and  initiate 
declassification  action  where 
appropriate. 

h.  Guidance.  Completeness  and 
effectiveness  of  guidance  developed  for 
classification  (appraisal  of  a  prime 
contractor  should  include  the  review  of 
classification  guidance  furnished  by  the 
contractor  to  subcontractors  and  of  the 
classification  practices  of  the 
subcontractors), 

i.  Special  Problems.  Any  special 
classification  problems  existing  in  the 
activity  appraised. 

j.  Recommended  Revisions  of 
Classification  Practices.  Statement  of 
classification  practices  not  essential  or 
contributing  to  classification  programs, 
objectives  or  simplication  of 
classification  practices  and  procedures. 

4.  Frequency  of  Appraisal,  a.  Factors 
.To  Be  Considered.  The  activity  and  past 

performance  of  the  organization  to  be 
appraised,  problem  areas  and  functions 
representing  potential  trouble  spots,  and 
the  need  for  information  by  management 
of  the  appraising  organization  should 
determine  the  frequency  of  appraisals. 

b.  Intervals.  Every  function  originating 
classified  documents  frequently  should 
be  appraised  at  least  once  every  three 
years  unless  particular  circumstances 
indicate  otherwise.  Activities  originating 
classified  documents  occasionally  may 
be  appraised  once  every  five  years  or  at 
longer  intervals  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Director,  Division  of  Security. 

5.  Report,  a.  Content.  A  written  report 
must  be  prepared  following  each 
appraisal  containing  a  clear  picture  of 
classification  practices  of  the 
organization  appraised. 

b.  Information  to  Management.  As  a 
general  practice,  management  of  an 
appraised  organization  should  be 
informed  of  the  results  of  an  appraisal 
prior  to  the  preparation  of  the  report. 
Where  this  is  considered  inappropriate, 
the  discussion  will  be  held  with  the 
Director  of  the  Headquarters  Office  or 
Regional  Office  concerned. 

c.  Distribution.  Copies  of  appraisal 
reports  of  Regional  Offices,  or 
Headquarters  Offices  or  Divisions  or 
their  contractors  shall  be  furnished  to 
the  Director  of  the  Regional  Office, 
Headquarters  Office  or  Division 
involved,  and  to  the  senior  NRC  official 
charged  with  oversight  of  the 
Information  Security  Program  (EDO). 

6.  Follow-up.  NRC  Offices  or  Divisions 
or  contractors  shall  take  prompt  action 
to  assure  that  necessary  corrective 
measures  are  introduced  based  on 


recommendations  contained  in  the 
report. 

U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission; 
Systematic  Review  Guidelines  for  National 
Security  Information 

Preface 

Restricted  Data  and  Formerly  Restricted 
Data  (as  defined  in  Sections  lly  and  142d  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended)  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  12065  calling  for  systematic  review  and 
automatic  declassification. 

The  marking  "Restricted  Data"  was  first 
introduced  in  1947  and  the  marking  "Formerly 
Restricted  Data"  in  1954.  Even  after  those 
dates,  due  to  incorrect  markings  or  failure  to 
properly  mark  them,  documents  containing 
Restricted  Data  (abbreviated  RD)  or  Formerly 
Restricted  Data  (FRD)  may  not  be  properly 
marked  to  clearly  signify  the  presence  of  such 
information. 

Any  document  containing  information 
falling  within  the  definitions  of  Restricted 
Data  or  Formerly  Restricted  Data  (see 
Appendix  C,  attached)  identified  during  the 
systematic  review  process  as  originated  by 
regulatory  personnel  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  (AEC)  or  of  concern  to  the 
AEC’s  regulatory  functions  and  not 
appropriately  marked,  will  be  reviewed  by 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (NRC) 
Division  of  Security.  The  Division  of  Security 
will  coordinate  with  the  Department  of 
Energy  and  apply  the  appropriate  markings. 

Foreign  government  information  is  not 
included  in  the  guidelines.  Information  of 
concurrent  jurisdiction  with  or  of  interest  to 
other  agencies  will  be  coordinated  by  NRC 
with  those  agencies  prior  to  declassification. 

A.  Authori/.ation 

Under  the  provisions  of  Section  3-402  of 
Executive  Order  12065.  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (NRC)  authorizes  the 
Archivist  of  the  United  States  to  apply  these 
guidelines  to  the  review  of  information 
classified  for  more  than  20  years.  These 
guidelines  apply  only  to  National  Security 
Information  (i.e.,  not  to  Restricted  Data  nor 
Formerly  Restricted  Data)  over  which  this 
agency  has  jurisdiction  and  which  has  been 
transferred  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  and  accessioqed  into  the 
National  Archives  of  the  United  States. 

These  guidelines  consequently  apply  only 
to  classified  information  pertaining  to  the 
licensing  and  related  regulatory  activities  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission.  Appendix  A 
contains  a  chronology  and  organization  of  the 
licensing  and  regulatory  activities  of  the  AEC 
which  preceded  the  NRC.  Appendix  B  is  a 
brief  functional  statement  of  the  NRC's 
responsibilities  and  jurisdiction  to  further 
assist  in  identifying  information  over  which 
the  NRC  exercises  jurisdiction.  Appendix  C 
contains  definitions  of  terms  used  in  these  . 
guidelines. 

These  guidelines  will  be  reviewed 
biennially  to  assure  they  remain  current.  The 
inclusion  of  any  category  in  these  guidelines 
does  not  indicate  that  it  will  remain 
classified,  but  only  that  such  information 
must  be  examined  item-by-item  by 
specifically  designated  personnel  of  the  NRC 
prior  to  declassification. 
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B.  Categories  of  Information  Excepted  From 
Automatic  Declassification 

Information  classified  for  over  20  years  in 
any  of  the  following  categories,  which  is 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  agency  and 
which  has  become  part  of  the  National 
Archives  of  the  United  States,  unless  marked 
with  instructions  authorizing  automatic 
declassification  within  20  years  after 
origination,  may  not  be  automatically 
declassified  but  must  be  reviewed  by  the 
NRC. 

1.  Intelligence  information,  whether  dealing 
with  foreign  countries  or  the  United  States, 
relating  to  atomic  energy  matters. 

2.  Nuclear  non-proliferation  information 
(such  as  programs  and  studies  related  to  the 
proliferation  of  SNM  to  nonweapon  states  or 
subnational  groups]  and  programs  for  the 
control  of  exports  of  nuclear  materials  and 
equipment  and  transfer  of  nuclear 
technology. 

3.  Information  regarding  foreign  relations. 

4.  Information  relating  to  safety  or 
safeguarding  of  foreign  government  reactors 
or  nuclear  facilities. 

5.  SSNM  Measurement  Data:  The  Limit  of 
Error  on  Inventory  Differences  involving 
Strategic  Special  Nuclear  Material  (SSNM) 
which  would  enable  the  development  of 
current  data  as  to  throuhput  or  unaccounted 
for  SSNM  at  any  facility  for  an  individual 
material  balance  or  on  a  cumulative  period 
basis. 

1.  Physical  protection  at  facilities 
(production,  utilization,  research,  or  fuel 
cycle)  including,  but  not  limited  to: 

a.  The  physical  security  plan  for  a  nuclear 
facility  or  site. 

b.  Specific  site  "as  built"  drawings, 
diagrams,  sketches,  maps,  etc.,  showing  the 
identity,  together  with  the  location,  and/or 
description,  of  facility  features  or  special 
interest  because  of  their  relationship  to  the 
physical  security  system  that,  if  revealed, 
could  facilitate  theft  or  diversion  of  special 
nuclear  materials  or  sabotage  of  a  facility. 

c.  Government  sponsored  or  required 
evaluation  of  specific  site  construction 
features  of  physical  security  barriers 
revealing  vulnerabilities  or  limitations  which 
could  facilitate  penetration  or  by-passing 
physical  security  barriers  or  systems. 

d.  Scope,  conceputal  design,  and 
construction  plan  of  intrusion  and  detection 
alarm  systems  for  a  nuclear  facility  or  site. 

e.  Details  of  alarm  systems  installed; 
layout,  location  and  electrical  design  which, 
if  disclosed,  could  facilitate  gaining 
unauthorized  access  to  SSNM,  nuclear 
facilities  or  classified  information. 

f.  Information,  including  the  effect  of 
specific  modifications  of  alarm  systems, 
revealing  in-place  operating  capability  which, 
if  disclosed,  would  facilitate  bypassing  such 
systems. 

g.  Security-related  vulnerability  or 
weakness  of  alarm  systems:  layout,  location, 
and  electrical  design. 

h.  Total  quantities  of  SSNM  by  designated 
vault  and  vault  type  storage  areas. 

i.  Contigency  plans  for  response  to  a 
specific  threat,  e.g.,  disposition,  armament  or 
planned  response  of  security  forces,  including 
number  of  personnel  responding  to  specific 
incidents. 


|.  Government-sponsored  or  required 
evaluations  of  security  systems  revealing 
vulnerabilities  or  limitations  in  physical 
security  measures,  operating  procedures,  or 
personnel  capabilities. 

k.  Detailed  reports  of  attempted  or 
successful  penetrations  of  nuclear  facilities 
and  attempted  or  successful  diversion  or  theft 
of  special  nuclear  material  within  or  from  a 
nuclear  facility  or  sabotage  within  a  nuclear 
facility  or  in  connection  with  SNM  shipments. 

7.  Diversion  or  sabotage  vulnerability 
studies: 

a.  Scenarios  involving  thefts,  diversion,  or 
sabotage  at  specific  sites  or  on  specific  routes 
used  in  the  shipment  of  formula  or  greater 
quantities  of  SSNM. 

b.  Evaluation  of  scenarios  involving  theft, 
diversion,  or  sabotage  in  such  cases. 

c.  Diversion  path  or  vulnerability  analysis 
of  specific  sites  or  routes  in  such  cases. 

8.  Plans  for  response  to  threats: 

a.  Vulnerabilities  of  specific  facilities. 

b.  Specific  threat  levels  against  which 
licensees  can  or  cannot  protect. 

c.  External  and  internal  threat  levels  which 
are  used  as  a  part  of  a  sensitivity  analysis  of 
a  security  system  to  threats  in  that  system. 

9.  Specific  performance  capabilities  or 
vulnerabilities  of  systems,  subsystems, 
materials,  equipment  or  processes  in 
Research,  Development,  Testing  and 
Evaluation  for  new  or  improved  safeguards: 

a.  Information  revealing  a  vulnerability 
which  would  significantly  assist  the  by-pass 
or  defeat  of  the  integrated  safeguards  system 
actually  installed  (or  planned  to  be  installed] 
at  a  specific  facility  or  in  the  transportation 
system. 

b.  Information  about  a  characteristic  or 
feature  that  meets  all  of  the  following  criteria; 
(1)  it  would  significantly  delay  the  by-pass  or 
defeat  or  an  operational  application,  and  (2] 
its  presence  in  an  operational  configurement 
and  application  would  not  be  reasonably 
expected  or  predicted. 

C.  Agency  Assistance  to  the  National 
Archives 

This  agency  has  designated  experienced 
personnel  to  guide  and  assist  National 
Archives  personnel  in  identifying  and 
separating  documents  and  specific 
information  contained  in  documents  that 
require  continued  protection.  These  NRC 
personnel  are  also  authorized  to  declassify 
categories  of  information  exempt  from 
automatic  declassification  (listed  in  the 
preceding  section),  if  it  is  determined  that 
they  no  longer  require  protection  and  to  make 
recommendations  for  maintaining  protection 
of  information  requiring  continued 
classification.  Questions  regarding 
classification  or  declassification  of 
documents  should  be  referred  to  Raymond  J. 
Brady,  Director,  Division  of  Security,  on  (301) 
427-4472. 

Appendices 

A.  Chronology  &  Organization  of  Regulatory 

Process  of  the  AEC 

B.  NRC  Functional  Statement 

C.  Definitions 


Appendix  A — Chronology  and  Organization 
of  Regulatory  Process  of  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission 

The  purpose  of  this  Appendix  is  to  furnish 
a  brief  chronology  of  the  regulatory  process 
and  regulatory  organization  of  the  U.S. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission  (AEC)  and  the 
i"risdiction  of  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC).  as  provided  by  statute,  to 
))rovide  a  better  understanding  and  more 
meaningful  review  by  the  National  Archives 
of  information  at  least  20  years  old. 

The  AEC  existed  from  January  1, 1947,  to 
January  19. 1975.  On  that  date,  in  accordance 
wjth  the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974, 
the  licensing  and  related  regulatory  functions 
were  divorced  from  the  developmental 
functions  (e.g.,  research  and  development, 
military  and  production  activities)  and 
promotional  functions.  NRC  was  established 
by  the  Act  to  handle  the  licensing  and 
regulatory  functions  which  were  formerly 
part  of  the  activities  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.  The  Energy  Research  and 
Development  Administration  (ERDA),  since 
integrated  into  the  Department  of  En‘Tgy 
(DOE),  was  given  responsibility  for  the 
performance  of  the  other  functions. 

NRC  derives  its  powers  from,  among  other 
sources,  statutes  (e.g.,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended)  and  from 
executive  orders  (e.g..  Executive  Orders 
10450, 10865  and  12065)  and  related 
directives. 

The  chronology  of  the  principal  AEC 
organizational  developments  relating  to  the 
regulatory  program  is  as  follows: 

August  1, 1946.  Atomic  Energy  Act 
authorized  AEC  to  issue  regulations  and 
licenses  for  the  control  of  specified  atomic 
energy  materials  and  facilities. 

December  13, 1946.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  assumed  responsibility  for  the 
Atomic  Energy  Program. 

March  1947.  AEC’s  New  York  Operations 
Office  was  designated  to  administer  source 
material  licensing  regulations. 

Fall  1947.  Reactor  Safeguard  Committee 
was  established  by  the  Commission  to  advise 
on  the  hazards  of  reactor  operations. 

November  1947.  AEC  established 
Production  Facilities  Control  Branch  in 
Headquarters  to  administer  new  10  CFR  Part 
50  (production  and  utilization  facility 
licenses). 

January  1948.  Permanent  Advisory 
Committee  on  Isotope  Distribution  (replacing 
interim  Manhattan  Engineering  District 
Committee)  was  formed. 

Winter  1951.  AEC  appointed  Industrial 
Committee  on  Reactor  Location  Problems. 

November  1952.  AEC’s  Production 
Facilities  Control  Branch  was  renamed 
Licensing  Controls  Branch  and  assumed 
responsibility  from  the  New  York  Operations 
Office  for  the  administration  of  source 
material  licensing  regulations. 

August  9, 1953.  Advisory  Committee  on 
Reactor  Safeguards  was  established  by 
merging  the  Reactor  Safeguards  Committee 
and  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Location  Problems. 

October  1, 1954.  Division  of  Inspection  was 
activated  pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954. 
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March  22, 1955.  Division  of  Licensing 
(renamed  the  Division  of  Civilian  Application 
in  June  1955)  was  established  to  administer 
licensing  and  related  responsibilities  under 
the  1954  act 

April  8. 1955.  Reactor  Hazards  Evaluation 
Staff  was  organized  in  the  Offfce  of  the 
General  Manager. 

August  1956  to  February  1957.  AEC 
Operations  Offices  (including  Albuquerque, 
Chicago.  Hanford.  Idaho.  New  York,  Oak 
Ridge,  San  Francisco  and  Savannah' River 
Operations  Offices)  assumed  delegated 
authority  to  perform  compliance  inspection  of 
byproduct  and  source  material  licensees. 

December  26, 1957.  Regulatory  functions  of 
the  Division  of  Civilian  Application  was 
transferred  to  the  Division  of  Licensing  and 
Regulation. 

August  1, 1958.  AEC  established  Office  of 
Hearing  Examiner. 

September  12, 1959.  Office  of  Health  and 
Safety  was  established. 

November  13, 1959.  Position  of  Assistant 
General  Manager  for  Regulation  and  Safety 
was  established. 

May  26, 1960.  Division  of  Compliance  was 
activated,  assuming  on  August  1, 1960, 
responsibility  for  inspection  of  licensed 
materials  and  reactors. 

The  regulatory  function  in  the  AEC  was 
exercised  under  the  policy  direction  of  the 
Commission  (ffve  Commissioners)  and 
operational  direction  of  the  General  Manager 
and  Assistant  General  Manager  for 
Regulation  and  Safety.  The  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Divisions  of  Civilian  Application, 
Compliance,  Licensing,  Licensing  and 
Regulation,  and  Inspection  and  the  AEC  ffeld 
offices  were  the  principal  additional 
organizations  involved  in  the  execution  of  the 
regulatory  function.  A  number  of  these 
organizations,  although  they  had  functions 
related  to  the  regulatory  program,  also  had 
functions  subsequently  assumed  by  DOE. 
Records  held  by  these  organizations,  when 
they  were  part  of  the  AEC,  in  certain  cases 
were  destroyed,  but  in  various  instances 
were  retained  and  their  custody  transferred 
to  NRC  or  DOE.  Since  the  creation  of  the 
NRC,  the  NRC  Division  of  Security  has 
exercised  the  classification  function  of  the 
regulatory  aspects  of  the  atomic  energy 
program,  previously  performed  by  the  AEC 
Division  of  Classiffcation. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Act  provides  the  legal 
basis  for  the  AEC  regulatory  program,  i.e.,  the 
Commission  regulation  of  civilian  atomic 
energy  activity.  The  Act  establishes  a 
comprehensive  system  of  licensing  controls. 
The  facility  (e.g.,  reactor)  licensing  provisions 
of  the  statute  are,  for  the  most  part,  contained 
in  Sections  101-110.  The  Commission 
authority  to  issue  a  license  for  the  use  and 
transfer  of  special  nuclear  material,  source 
material,  byproduct  material,  production  or 
utilization  facilities,  as  set  forth  in  the  Act,  is 
described  below. 

The  following  types  of  licenses  are 
required  under  the  Act: 

a.  Special  nuclear  material.  License  to 
receive,  possess,  use  and  transfer  special 
nuclear  material,  as  provided  in  Sections  53 
and  57a  for  use  under  commercial  licenses 
pursuant  to  Section  103;  for  the  conduct  of 
research  and  development  activity  or  in 


medical  therapy,  under  noncommercial 
licenses  pursuant  to  Section  104;  and  for 
other  appropriate  uses. 

Source  material.  License  to  transfer, 
deliver,  receive,  possess,  import,  or  export 
source  materials  after  removal  from  the  place 
of  deposit  in  nature,  as  provided  in  Sections 
62  and  63  for  use  in  the  conduct  of  research 
and  development  activities  under  Section  31; 
for  use  under  commercial  licenses  pursuant 
to  Section  103;  for  use  in  research  and 
development  activities  or  in  medical  therapy 
under  noncommercial  licenses  pursuant  to 
Section  104;  or  for  "any  other  use  approved 
by  the  Commission  as  an  aid  to  science  or 
industry.” 

c.  Byproduct  material.  License  to  transfer, 
receive,  manufacture,  produce,  acquire,  own, 
possess,  import,  or  export  byproduct 
material,  as  provided  in  Sections  81  and  82, 
for  use  in  research  and  development,  medical 
therapy,  industrial  uses,  agricultural  uses,  or 
"such  other  useful  applications  as  may  be 
developed.” 

d.  Commercial  utilization  or  production 
facility.  License  for  commercial  utilization  or 
production  facility  as  provided  in  Sections 
101, 102  and  103. 

e.  Noncommercial  utilization  or  production 
facility.  License  for  noncommercial  utilization 
or  production  facility  as  provided  in  Sections 
101  and  104  for  medical  ffierapy,  research  and 
development  activities  for  industrial  or 
commercial  purposes,  and  research  and 
development  activities  for  noncommercial 
purposes. 

f.  Construction  permit.  Construction  permit 
for  construction  prior  to  licensing,  or 
alteration  after  licensing,  of  utilization  or 
production  facility  licensed  under  Sections 
103  and  104,  as  provided  in  Section  185. 

g.  Operator's  license.  License  to 
individuals,  as  provided  in  Section  107,  as 
operators  of  various  classes  of  utilization  or 
production  facilities  under  the  act. 

Appendix  B — United  States  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  Functional  Statement 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (NRC) 
licenses  and  regulates  the  uses  of  nuclear 
energy  to  protect  the  public  health  and  safety 
and  the  environment.  It  does  this  by  licensing 
persons  and  companies  to  build  and  operate 
nuclear  reactors  and  to  own  and  use  nuclear 
materials.  The  NRC  makes  rules  and  sets 
standards  for  these  types  of  licenses.  The 
NRC  also  carefully  inspects  the  activities  of 
the  persons  and  companies  licensed  to  ensure 
that  they  do  not  violate  the  safety  rules  and 
safeguards  established  by  the  Commission. 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  was 
established  as  an  independent  regulatory 
agency  under  the  provisions  of  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974  (88  Stat.  1242;  42 
U.S.C.  5841)  and  Executive  Order  11834. 
Transferred  to  the  NRC  were  all  licensing 
and  related  regulatory  functions  formerly 
assigned  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 
The  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  (68  Stat.  919; 
42  U.S.C.  2011  et  seq.),  as  amended,  sets  forth 
these  functions. 

The  major  program  components  of  the  NRC 
are  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation, 
the  Office  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards,  and  the  Office  of  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Research,  which  were  created  by 


the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974;  plus 
the  Conunission-created  Office  of  Standards 
Development  and  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Enforcement.  Headquarters  offices  are 
located  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Bethesda,  Md., 
and  nearby  areas,  and  Regional  Offices  are 
located  in  five  domestic  areas  (King  of 
Prussia,  Pennsylvania,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  Glen 
Ellyn,  Illinois;  Arlington,  Texas;  and  Walnut 
Creek,  California). 

The  Division  of  security  is  responsible  for 
classification  and  declassification  of  national 
security  information  within  the  NRC,  NRC 
contractors  and  other  NRC  affilated 
organizations,  i.e.,  to  assure  that  it  takes 
place  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  12065  and  National  Security 
Council  directives,  providing  classification 
assistance  as  required  to  NRC,  NRC 
contractors  and  other  personnel. 

Programs  and  Activities 

NRC  fulfills  its  responsibilities  through  a 
system  of  licensing  and  regulation.  This 
system  includes,  among  other  things: 
licensing  the  construction,  operation,  export 
and  import  of  nuclear  reactors  and  other 
nuclear  facilities  and  the  possession,  use, 
processing,  transport,  handling  and  disposal 
of  nuclear  materials;  export,  import,  and 
regulation  of  licensed  activities  including 
assurance  that  measures  are  taken  for  the 
physical  protection  of  facilities  and  materials; 
development  and  implementation  of  rules 
and  regulations  governing  licensed  nuclear 
activities;  conduct  of  public  hearings  on 
radiological  safety,  environmental,  common 
defense  and  security  and  antitrust  matters, 
and  the  development  of  effective  working 
relationships  with  the  States  regarding  the 
regulation  of  nuclear  materials.  This 
relationship  includes  the  assurance  that 
adequate  regulatory  programs  are  maintained 
by  those  States  which  exercise,  by  agreement 
with  the  Commission,  regulatory  control  over 
certain  nuclear  materials  within  their 
respective  borders.  Inspection  of  NRC 
licensed  activities  is  carried  out  from  the  five 
regional  offices. 

The  Commission  also  contracts  for 
research  deemed  necessary  for  performing 
licensing  and  related  regulatory  functions. 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission's 
purpose  is  to  assure  that  the  civilian  uses  of 
nuclear  materials  and  facilities  are  conducted 
in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  public  health 
and  safety,  environmental  quality,  common 
defense  and  security,  national  security,  and 
the  antitrust  laws. 

Appendix  C — ^Definitions  Used  in  Guidelines 

1.  Formerly  Restricted  Data — classified 
information  related  primarily  to  the  military 
utilization  of  atomic  weapons,  removed  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administration  or 
the  Department  of  Energy  from  the  Restricted 
Data  category  pursuant  to  section  142d.  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and 
safeguarded  as  National  Security 
Information,  subject  to  the  restrictions  on 
transmission  to  other  countries  and  regional 
defense  organizations  that  apply  to 
Restricted  Data. 

2.  Fuel  Cycle — construction  and  operation 
of  facilities  for  uranium  milling,  uranium 
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hexaflouride  conversion,  fuel  processing  and 
fabrication,  “spent”  fuel  storage  and  “spent” 
fuel  reprocessing. 

3.  Inventory  Difference  (ID) — the  algebraic 
difference  between  a  physical  inventory  and 
its  concomitant  book  inventory  after 
determining  that  all  known  removals  and 
additions  have  been  reflected  in  the  book 
inventory.  It  is  calculated  by  subtracting 
ending  inventory  plus  removals  from 
beginning  inventory  plus  additions  to 
inventory. 

4.  National  Security  Information  (NSI) — 
information  or  material  that  is  owned  by, 
produced  for  or  by,  or  under  the  control  of  the 
United  States  Government,  and  that  has  been 
determined  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
12065,  or  prior  Executive  Orders,  to  require 
protection  against  unauthorized  disclosure, 
and  that  is  so  designated. 

5.  Nuclear  Facility — any  facility  for 
originating,  producting,  using,  shipping, 
receiving  or  storing  formula  quantities  of 
SSNM.* 

6.  Physical  Security  Plan — a  specific  site 
document  (or  group  of  documents)  that 
provides  a  comprehensive  description  of  the 
measures  employed  for  the  physical 
protection  of  nuclear  facilities  and  materials 
against  sabotage,  theft,  or  diversion  of  SNM. 

7.  Production  Facility — means: 

1.  Any  nuclear  reactor  designed  or  used 
primarily  for  the  formation  of  plutonium  or 
uranium-233;  or 

2.  Any  facility  designed  or  used  for  the 
separation  of  the  isotopes  of  uranium  or  the 
isotopes  of  plutonium,  except  laboratory 
scale  facilities  designed  or  used  for 
experimental  or  analytical  purposes  only;  or 

3.  Any  facility  designed  or  used  for  the 
processing  of  irradiated  materials  containing 
special  nuclear  material,  except: 

(i)  labortory-scale  facilities  designed  or 
used  for  experimental  or  analytical  purposes: 

(ii)  facilities  in  which  the  only  special 
nuclear  materials  contained  in  the  irradiated 
material  to  be  processed  are  uranium 
enriched  in  the  isotope  U-235  and  plutonium 
produced  by  the  irradiation,  if  the  material 
processed  contains  not  more  than  10~^  grams 
of  plutonium  per  gram  of  U-235  and  has 
fission  product  activity  not  in  excess  of  0.25 
millicuries  of  Fission  products  per  gram  of  U- 
235;  and 

(iii)  facilities  in  which  processing  is 
conducted  pursuant  to  a  license  issued  under 
Title  10  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Chapter 
1,  Parts  30  and  70,  or  equivalent  regulations 
of  an  Agreement  State,  for  the  receipt, 
possession,  use,  and  transfer  of  irradiated 
special  nuclear  material,  which  authorizes 
the  processing  of  the  irradiated  material  on  a 
batch  basis  for  the  separation  of  selected 
fission  products  and  limits  the  process  batch 
to  not  more  than  100  grams  or  uranium 
enriched  in  the  isotope  235  and  not  more  than 
15  grams  of  any  other  special  nuclear 
material. 

8.  Restricted  Data  (RD) — defined  in  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  as 
“all  data  concerning  (1)  design,  manufacture, 
or  utilization  of  atomic  weapons;  (2)  the 


*  Formula  quantities  =  5.000  grams  or  more 
computed  by  the  formula,  grams  =  (grams  contained 
U-235)  +  2.5  (grams  U-233  +  grams  plutonium) 


production  of  special  nuclear  material;  or  (3) 
the  use  of  special  nuclear  material  in 
production  of  energy;  but  shall  not  include 
data  declassified  or  removed  from  the 
Restricted  Data  category  pursuant  to  Section 
142.” 

9.  Safeguards — A  system  of  physical 
protection,  accountability  and  material 
control  measures  designed  to  deter,  protect 
against,  detect  and  respond  to  theft 
(unauthorized  possession  and  use)  of  nuclear 
materials  as  well  as  physical  protection 
measures  designed  to  protect  against  and 
deter  sabotage  of  activities  involving  such 
materials.  In  practice,  it  is  the  development 
and  application  of  techniques  and  procedures 
dealing  with  the  establishment  and  continued 
maintenance  of  a  system  of  activities 
including  physical  protection,  knowledge  of 
the  presence,  location  and  use  of  nuclear 
materials  and  administrative  controls  and 
surveillance  to  assure  that  procedures  and 
techniques  of  the  system  are  effective  and  are 
being  carried  out. 

10.  Special  Nuclear  Material  (SNM) — (1) 
plutonium,  uranium-233,  uranium  enriched  in 
the  isotope-233  or  in  the  isotope-235,  and  any 
other  material  which  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  51  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended,  determines 
to  be  special  nuclear  material,  but  does  not 
include  source  material;  or  (2)  any  material 
artificially  enriched  by  any  of  the  foregoing 
but  does  not  include  source  material. 

11.  Strategic  Special  Nuclear  Material 
(SSNM) — uranium-235  (contained  in  uranium 
enriched  to  20  percent  or  more  in  the  U-235 
isotope),  uranium-233,  or  plutonium. 

12.  Utilization  Facility — any  nuclear  reactor 
other  than  one  designed  or  used  primarily  for 
the  formation  of  plutonium  or  U-233. 

(nt  Doc.  79-28211  Piled  9-10-79:  8:45  am) 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Study  of  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
Construction  During  Adjudication; 
Meetings 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission’s  advisory 
committee  on  nuclear  powerplant 
construction  during  adjudication 
previously  announced  (44  FR  51384)  as 
being  scheduled  to  be  held  at  9:30  a.m. 
Friday,  September  7, 1979,  in  Room  415, 
East  West  Towers,  4350  East  West 
Highway,  Bethesda,  Maryland  has  been 
rescheduled  for  Friday,  September  14, 
1979  at  the  same  time  and  place. 
Following  that  meeting,  the  next  study 
group  meeting  will  be  held  on  Friday, 
September  28. 1979  at  the  same  time  and 
place.  At  those  meetings  the  group  will 
continue  drafting  its  final  report  to  the 
Commission  which  is  due  November  1, 
1979. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  the  group's  meetings  and  there 
will  be  a  limited  amount  of  time 
available  during  each  meeting  for 
members  of  the  public  to  make  oral 


statements  to  the  study  group.  Written 
comments,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  United  States  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC,  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Branch,  will  be  accepted  for  one 
week  after  each  meeting.  The  Chairman 
of  the  study  group  is  empowered  to 
conduct  the  meeting  in  a  manner  that,  in 
his  judgment,  will  facilitate  the  group’s  ; 
work,  including,  if  necessary,  continuing  ' 
or  rescheduling  meetings  to  another  day.  ' 

A  file  of  documents  relevant  to  the  i 
group’s  work,  including  a  complete  | 
transcript  of  each  meeting,  memoranda  j 
exchanged  between  group  members,  j 
public  comments  and  other  documents,  j 
is  available  for  inspection  and  copying  i 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document  I 
Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW., 

Washington,  DC.  20555.  The  Secretary  of 
the  NRC  maintains  a  mailing  list  for 
persons  interested  in  receiving  notices 
of  the  group’s  meetings  and  actions. 
Anyone  wishing  to  be  on  that  list  should 
write  to:  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC.  20555.  Attention; 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch. 

The  study  group  will  provide  its  final 
report  to  the  Commission  by  November 
1, 1979.  For  further  information  on  the 
study  group’s  mission,  please  call 
Stephen  S.  Ostrach,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  202/634-3224. 

Dated  at  Washington.  DC,  this  31st  day  of 
August.  1979. 

Gary  MilhoUin, 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28192  Filed  9-10-79:  K:45  am) 
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[Docket  Nos.  50-400,  50-401,  50-402  and 
50-4031 

Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co.  Availability 
of  Supplemental  Initial  Decision  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  for 
Shearon  Harris  Nuclear  Power  Plant, 
Units  1, 2, 3,  and  4  and  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Construction  Permits 

Pursuant  to  the  issuance  on  July  13, 
1979  of  a  Supplemental  Initial  Decision 
(Construction  Permit)  by  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
No.  1  to  Construction  Permit  Nos.  CPPR- 
158.  CPPR-159,  CPPR-160  and  CPPR- 
161. 

Amendment  No.  1  adds  an  additional 
condition  to  the  construction  permits 
issued  on  January  27, 1978  to  the 
Carolina  Power  &  Light  Company  for 
construction  of  the  Shearon  Harris 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Units  1,  2.  3.  and  4 
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located  about  20  miles  southwest  of 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  in  Wake  and 
Chatham  Counties.  The  amended 
permits  are  effective  as  of  their  date  of 
issuance. 

The  Supplemental  Initial  Decision  is 
available  for  inspection  by  the  public  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street.  NW.. 

Washington,  D.G.  and  in  the  Wake 
County  Library,  104  Fayetteville  Street, 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27601. 

The  Commission  has  made 
appropriate  findings  as  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  1.  which 
are  set  forth  in  the  amended 
construction  permits. 

A  copy  of  (1)  the  Supplemental  Initial 
Decision  (Construction  Permit):  'and  (2) 
the  amended  construction  permits  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Project 
Management,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  31st  day 
of  August,  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
Olan  D.  Parr,  Chief, 

Light  Water  Reactors  Branch  No.  3,  Division 
of  Project  Management. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28194  Piled  9-19-79. 8:45  am) 

BILXJNG  CODE  7SeO-«1-« 

[Docket  No.  50-155] 

Consumers  Power  C04  Establishment 
of  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
To  Preside  in  Proceeding 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the 
Commission  dated  December  29, 1972, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (37 
F.R.  28710)  and  Sections  2.105,  2.700, 
2.702,  2.714,  2.714a.  2.717  and  2.721  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  all  as 
amended,  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  is  being  established  in 
the  following  proceeding  to  rule  on 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  and/or 
requests  for  hearing  and  to  preside  over 
the  proceeding  in  the  event  that  a 
hearing  is  ordered. 

Consumers  Power  Company  (Big  Rock 
Point  Plant)  Facility  Operating  License 
No.  DPR-6. 

'This  action  is  in  reference  to  an  Order 
published  by  the  Commission  on  July  23. 
1979,  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  F.R. 
43126-27)  entitled  ’’Consumers  Power 
Co.:  Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment 
to  Facility  Operating  License”. 

The  Chairman  of  this  Board  and  his 
address  is  as  follows;  Herbert 


Grossman,  Esq.,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20555. 

The  other  Members  of  the  Board  and 
their  address  are  as  follows:  Dr.  Oscar 
H.  Paris,  and  Mr.  Frederick  J.  Shon, 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  31st  day 
of  August  1979. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel. 

fPR  Doc.  79-28195  Filed  9-19-79  945  am) 

BWXmG  CODE  7S99-01-M 

[Docket  Nos.  50-250-SP  and  50-251-SPl 

Florida  Power  and  Light  Co.  (Turkey 
Point  Nuclear  Generating  Units  Nos.  3 
and  4)  Facility  Operating  Licenses  Nos. 
DPR-31  and  DPR-41;  Reconstitution  of 
Board 

Dr.  David  B.  Hall  was  a  member  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  for 
the  above  proceeding.  Dr.  Hall  has 
recused  himself  from  further  service  on 
this  Board. 

.Accordingly,  Dr.  Emmeth  A.  Luebke, 
whose  address  is  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  is  appointed  a  member  of 
this  Board.  Reconstitution  of  the  Board 
in  this  manner  is  in  accordance  with 
Section  2.721  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  as  amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th  day 
of  September  1979. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28196  Filed  9-19-79:  945  urn) 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 

[Docket  No.  50-331] 

Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co.,  et 
al.,  Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  54  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  CPR-49  issed  to 
Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
Central  Iowa  Power  Cooperative,  and 
Com  Belt  Power  Cooperative,  which 
revised  the  Technical  Specifications  for 
operation  of  the  Duane  Arnold  Energy 
Center,  located  in  Linn  County,  Iowa. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its 
date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  will:  (1)  Modify  the 
scram  insertion  time  specifications  to 
provide  for  a  faster  scram  than  currently 


assumed  and  to  be  more  restrictive  than 
the  current  specification,  (2)  modify  the 
specification  on  operating  limit 
minimum  critical  power  ratios,  based 
upon  the  faster  scram,  to  be  less 
restrictive  than  the  current  specification. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
Section  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  27, 1978,  as 
supplemented  May  23, 1979,  August  15, 
1979  and  August  17, 1979,  (2) 

Amendment  No.  54  to  License  No.  DPR- 
49,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W„  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Cedar  Rapids  Public  Library, 
426,  Third  Avenue,  S.E„  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  52401.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3) 
may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.  S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  4th  day 
of  September  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commision, 
Thomas  A.  Ippolito, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  3, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28197  Filed  9-10-79. 8:45  am] 
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I  Docket  No.  50-331] 

Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co. 

(Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center); 
Request  for  Action 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  by  petition 
dated  July  17, 1979,  Citizens  United  for 
Responsible  Energy  requested  that 
proceedings  be  instituted  to  modify  the 
license  of  the  Duan.^  Arnold  Energy 
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Center  so  that  a  limiting  condition  of 
operation  be  compliant  with  General 
Electric  Company  recommendation 
NEDO-23631,  “BWR  Coolant  Oxygen 
Control”.  This  petition  is  being  treated 
as  a  request  for  action  under  10  CFR 
2.206  of  the  Commission’s  regulations, 
and  accordingly,  action  will  be  taken  on 
the  petition  within  a  reasonable  time. 

Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  in  the  Commission's  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  in  the  local 
public  document  room  at  the  Cedar 
Rapids  Public  Library,  428  Third 
Avenue,  S.E.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52401. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  29th  day 
of  August,  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Harold  R.  Denton, 

Director,  Off  ice  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

IFR  Doc.  79-28198  Filed  9-10-79: 8:45  amj 
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bEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

Research  Advisory  Committee; 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11769 
and  the  provisions  of  Section  10(a]  (2), 
P.L.  92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  A.I.D. 
Research  Advisory  Committee  meeting 
on  October  29-30, 1979  at  the  Pan 
American  Health  Organization  Building, 
23rd  Street  and  Virginia  Avenue,  N.W., 
Conference  Room  ‘C’  to  review,  appraise 
and  make  recommendation  to  the 
Administrator,  Agency  for  International 
Development,  concerning  projects 
proposed  for  A.I.D.  central  research 
funding  in  the  fields  of  food  and 
nutrition,  health  and  population, 
education  and  selected  development 
problems. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:00  a.m. 
and  adjourn  at  5:30  p.m.  each  day.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Dr. 
Miloslav  Rechcigl,  }r.,  Chief  of  Research 
and  Methodology  Division,  Bureau  for 
Development  Support,  is  designated  as 
the  A.I.D.  representative  at  the  meeting. 
It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring  more 
specific  information,  contact  Dr. 
Rechcigl,  1601  N.  Kent  Street,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22209  or  call  area  code  (202) 
235-9011. 

Dated:  August  27, 1979. 

Miloslav  Rechcigl, 

A.I.D.  Representative,  Research  Advisory 
Committee. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28139  Piled  9-10-79;  8:46  ani| 

8IU.INO  CODE  4710-02-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Proposed 
Revisions  of  Several  Systems  of 
Records 

agency:  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
action:  Proposed  Revised  Systems  of 
Records 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C. 

552a),  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Internal  Revenue  Service,  gives  notice  of 
the  proposed  revisions  to  Treasury/IRS 
systems  of  records  entitled  Individual 
Master  File  (IMF)  #24.030,  Taxpayer 
Delinquent  Accounts  (TDA)  #26.019, 
Taxpayer  Delinquent  Investigation  (TDI) 
Files  #26.020,  Audit  Information 
Management  System  (AIMS)  #42.008, 
and  File  of  Persons  Making  'Threats  of 
Force  or  Forcible  Assaults  §26.005.  A 
new  system  report  was  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  President 
of  the  Senate. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

ADDRESSES:  Office  of  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Inspection),  Internal 
Revenue  Service,  1111  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20224. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  William  E.  Mulroy,  Director,  Internal 
Security  Division,  Office  of  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Inspection),  Internal 
Revenue  Service,  Washington.  D.C. 
20224,  (202)  566-4564. 

Dated:  August  24. 1979. 

W. ).  McDonald. 

Assistant  Secretary  (Administration). 

The  following  systems,  as  last 
published  in  43  FR  42661,  42662,  42665, 
42666,  and  42678  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Treasury/IRS  24.030 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

Individual  Master  File  (IMF);  Data 
Services-T  reasurer/  IRS 
***** 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Taxpayer  entity  records  (name, 
address,  identification  number  (SSN) 
and  other  indicators  pertaining  to  entity 
maintenance,  including  zip  code),  and 
tax  modular  records  which  contain  all 
records  relative  to  specihc  tax  returns 
for  each  applicable  tax  period  or  year. 
Recorded  here  are  tax  transactions  such 
as  tax  amount,  additions,  abatements  of 
tax  payments.interest  and  like  type 


transactions  recorded  relative  to  each 
tax  module  and  a  code  identifying 
taxpayers  who  threatened  or  assaulted 
IRS  employees. 


ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Routine  discolures  may  be  made  to 
the  extent  provided  by  law  or  regulation 
(including  26  U.S.C.  6103  and  26  CFR 
404.6103)., 


RETENTION  ANO  OISPOSAU 

As  specified  in  the  Records  Retention 
Handbook  published  by  the  Service.  The 
code  identifying  taxpayers  who 
threatened  or  assaulted  IRS  employees 
will  be  removed  after  Five  years  of 
initial  input. 

*  *  *  *  4 

Treasury/IRS  26.006 
SYSTEM  name: 

File  of  Persons  Making  Threats  of 
Force  or  Forcible  Assaults  CP:C — 
Treasury/IRS 
Delete  This  entire  system 

Treasury/IRS  26.019 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

TDA  (Taxpayer  Delinquent  Accounts) 
including  sub-systems  (a)  Adjustment 
and  Payment  Tracers  Files,  (b) 
Collateral  Files,  (c)  Seized  Property 
Records,  and  (d)  Tax  Collection  Waiver 
Forms  900  Files.  CP:C  Treasury/IRS. 


CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Taxpayer  name,  address,  taxpayer 
identification  number,  informatin  about 
basis  of  assessment,  including  class  of 
tax,  period,  dollar  amounts, 
chronological  investigative  history, 
cancelled  checks,  amended  returns, 
claims,  collateral  submitted  to  stay 
collection,  copies  of  notices  of  federal 
tax  liens,  revenue  officer  reports, 
waivers  to  extend  statutory  period  for 
collection,  etc.  This  system  includes 
Installement  Agreement  Files; 
Delinquent  Account  Inventory  Profile 
(DAIP);  Currently  Not  Collectible 
Accounts  Register;  Currently  Not 
Collectible  Accounts  Register  (Over 
$25,000);  Advance  Dated  Remittance 
Check  Files;  Currently  Not  Collectible 
Accounts  Files;  File  of  taxpayer  names 
entered  in  the  Treasury  Eiiforcement 
Communicatins  System  and  a  code 
identifying  taxpayers  that  threatened  or 
assaulted  IRS  employees. 
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Treasury/IRS  26.020 

SYSTEM  name: 

TDI  (Taxpayer  Delinquency 
Investigation)  Files,  CP:C  Treasury /IRS 
***** 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Taxpayer  name,  address,  taxpayer 
identification  number,  information  from 
previously  filed  returns,  information 
about  the  potential  delinquent  retum(s) 
including  class  of  tax,  chronological 
investigative  history.  Delinquency 
Investigation  Inventory  Prolile  (DIIP) 
and  a  code  identifying  taxpayers  that 
threatened  or  assaulted  IRS  employees. 

Treasury/IRS  42.008 

SYSTEM  name: 

Audit  Information  Management 
System  (AIMS) — ^Treasury/IRS 


CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Tax  return  information  from  the 
Master  File,  Tax  return  status  and 
location  changes.  Examination  Closing 
information  on  examined  and  non- 
examined  tax  returns,  examining 
officer’s  name  including  related  internal 
management  information  and  a  code 
identifying  taxpayers  that  threatened  or 
assaulted  IRS  employees. 

*  *  *  *  « 

|FR  Doc.  79-28134  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  ami 

BILUNG  CODE  483(M>1-M 


UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 

[Docket  No.  STP-11 

Supplemental  Transaction  Proposal 

On  August  16, 1979,  copies  of  the 
United  States  Railway  Association’s 
Evaluation  of  Supplemental  Transaction 
Proposal  No.  1  (Docket  No,  STP-1),  were 
delivered  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  attorneys  for  the 
Providence  and  Worcester  Company 
(”P&W"),  Conrail,  the  Federal  Register, 
and  others.  On  August  21, 1979,  that 
report  was  printed  in  the  Federal 
Register,  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Regional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended.  Under  Section  305(b), 
the  P&W  had  30  days  in  which  to  notify 
USRA  of  its  acceptance  or  rejection  of 
the  proposed  supplemental  transaction. 

By  letter  dated  August  27, 1979,  the 
P&W  notified  USRA  of  its  acceptance  of 
the  transaction  as  proposed,  at  a 


purchase  price  of  $2.75  million.  A  copy 
of  that  letter  is  appended. 

Peter ).  Gallagher, 

Secretary. 

August  27. 1979. 

Mr.  Donald  C.  Cole, 

President,  United  States  Railway 

Association,  995  L’Enfant  Plaza  North, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20595. 

Dear  Mr.  Cole:  By  document  dated  April  6, 
1979  the  Federal  Railroad  Administrator 
transmitted  to  the  United  States  Railway 
Association  a  Supplemental  Transaction 
Proposal  (STP)  pursuant  to  Section  305  of  the 
Regional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of  1973  as 
amended  (Act).  The  STP  established  $2.75 
million  as  the  “fair  and  equitable’’  purchase 
price. 

Pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Act, 
Providence  and  Worcester  Company  hereby 
notifies  you  of  its  acceptance  of  the  STP. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  H.  Eder, 

President 

cc:  Mr.  John  M.  Sullivan, 

Administrator,  Federal  Railroad 
A  dministration. 

Mr.  Arthur  B.  Powers, 

Commissioner,  Department  of  Transportation, 

State  of  Connecticut 

|FR  Doc.  79-28226  Filed  9-10-79. 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8240-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Agricultural  Cooperatives;  Notice  to 
the  Commission  of  Intent  To  Perform 
Interstate  transportation  for  Certain 
Nonmemers 

Dated:  September  6, 1979. 

The  following  Notices  were  filed  in 
accordance  with  section  10526(a)(5)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  "These 
rules  provide  that  agricultimal 
cooperatives  intending  to  perform 
nonmember,  nonexempt,  interstate 
transportation  must  file  the  Notice,  Form 
BOP  102,  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  of  its  annual  meetings  each  year. 
Any  subsequent  change  concerning 
officers,  directors,  and  location  of 
transportation  records  shall  require  the 
filing  of  a  supplemental  Notice  within  30 
days  of  such  change.  The  name  and 
address  of  the  agricultural  cooperative, 
the  location  of  the  records,  and  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person  to 
whom  inquiries  and  correspondence 
should  be  addressed,  are  published  here 
for  interested  persons.  Submission  of 
information  that  could  have  bearing 
upon  the  propriety  of  a  filing  should  be 
directed  to  the  Commission’s  Bureau  of 
Investigations  and  Enforcement, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423.  The  Notices  are 
in  a  central  Hie,  and  can  examined  at 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 


Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 

(1)  Big  Sky  Farmers  &  Ranchers  Marketing 
Cooperative  of  Montana 

Complete  Legal  Name  of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations,  7777  Industry  Ave.,  Pico 
Rivera,  CA  90660 

Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code),  7777  Industry  Ave., 
Pico  Rivera,  CA  90660 
Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 
City,  State  and  Zip  Code)  Harold  Goolsbee 
Jr.  General  Manager,  7777  Industry  Ave., 
Pico  Rivera,  CA  90660 
Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address) 

(2)  Growers  Cooperative  of  Nayarit  Inc. 
Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 

Assocation  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations,  Apartado  Postal  #1-123, 
Mexicali,  Baja  CA,  Mexico 
Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code)  292  Naranjos  St.,  Los 
Pinos;  B.C.,  Mexico 
Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No.. 
City,  State  and  Zip  Code)  Carlos  V. 
Courtney,  Apdo  #1-123,  Mexicali,  BC, 
Mexico 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address) 

(3)  Vera  Cruz  Citrus  Growers  and  Packers, 
Inc. 

Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations,  Apartado  Postal  #1-124, 
Mexicali,  Baja  CA,  Mexico 
Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code)  292  Naranjos  St.,  Los 
Pinos,  Mexicali,  B.C.,  Mexico 
Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 
City,  State  and  Zip  Code)  Humberto  R. 
Gamez,  Apdo  Postal  #1-124,  Mexicali,  BC, 
Mexico 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address) 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-Z81S8  Filed  9-19-79  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[AB  88  (SDM)) 

Bessemer  &  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Co.; 
Amended  System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
1121.23,  that  the  Bessemer  &  Lake  Erie 
Railroad  Company,  has  filed  with  the 
Commission  its  amended  color-coded 
system  diagram  map  in  docket  No.  AB 
88  (SDM).  The  Commission  on  April  5, 
1979,  received  a  certificate  of 
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publication  as  required  by  said 
regulation  which  is  considered  the 
effective  date  on  which  the  system 
diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 
the  State  designated  agency.  Copies  of 
the  map  may  also  be  requested  from  the 
office  of  the  Commission,  Section  of 
Dockets,  by  requesting  docket  No.  AB  88 
(SDM). 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-281SZ  Filed  9-10-79:  8.45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


(AB  156  (SDM)] 

Delaware  and  Hudson  Railway  Co.; 
Amended  System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 

1121.23,  that  the  Delaware  and  Hudson 
Railway  Company,  has  filed  with  the 
Commission  its  amended  color-coded 
system  diagram  map  in  docket  No.  AB 
156  (SDM).  the  Commission  on  April  24. 
1979,  received  a  certificate  of 
publication  as  required  by  said 
regulation  which  is  considered  the 
effective  date  on  which  the  system 
diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 
the  Public  Service  Commission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designated 
agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also  be 
requested  from  the  office  of  the 
Commission.  Section  of  Dockets,  by 
requesting  docket  No.  AB  156  (SDM). 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

ira  Doc.  79-28181  Filed  9-10-79.  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7935-01-M 


[AB  3  (SDM)  '] 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co.; 

Amended  System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 


'  AB  3  (SDM)  includes  all  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.  subsidiaries;  AB  21  (SDM),  Abilene  & 
Southern  Railway  Company,  Chicago  Heights 
Terminal  Transfer  Company,  Doniphan,  Kensett  and 
Searcy  Railway  Compan)r,  AB  24,  Fort  Worth  Belt 
Railway  Company,  Kfissouri-IIllnois  Railroad 
Company;  AB  142  (SDM),  New  Orleans  and  Lower 
Coast  Railroad  Company,  SL  Joseph  Belt  Railway 
Company.  AB  22  (SDM),  Texas-New  Mexico 
Railway  Ca:  AB  23.  Texas  Pacific-Missouri  Pacific 
Terminal  Railroad  of  New  Orleans.  Union  Terminal 
Railway  Company;  AB.  Weatherford  Mineral  Wells 
ft  Nortbwastem  Railway  Company. 


1121.23,  that  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  and  its  subsidiaries, 
has  filed  with  the  Commission  its 
amended  color-coded  system  diagram 
map  in  docket  No.  AB  3  (SDM).  The 
Commission  on  June  4, 1979,  received  a 
certificate  of  publication  as  required  by 
said  regulation  which  is  considered  the 
effective  date  on  which  the  system 
diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
State  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 
the  Public  Service  Ckimmission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designated 
agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also  be 
requested  from  the  office  of  the 
Commission,  Section  of  Dockets,  by 
requesting  docket  No.  AB  3  (SDM). 
Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28154  F:lfid  9-10-79;  845  am) 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


(AB  14  (SOM)l 

Northwestern  Pacific  Railroad  Co.; 
Amended  System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 

1121.23,  that  the  Northwestern  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  has  filed  with  the 
Commission  its  amended  color-coded 
system  diagram  map  in  docket  No.  AB 
14  (SDM).  The  Commission  on  May  21, 
1979,  received  a  certificate  of 
publication  as  required  by  said 
regulation  which  is  considered  the 
effective  date  on  which  the  system 
diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Ckivernor  of  each 
State  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 
the  Public  Service  Commission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designated 
agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also  be 
requested  from  the  office  of  the 
Commission.  Section  of  Dockets,  by 
requesting  docket  No.  AB  14  (SDM). 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-28153  Filtnl  9-10-79;  &45  4m) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[AB  12  (SOM)] 

Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Co.; 
Amended  System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 

1121.23,  that  the  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company,  has  filed  with 
the  Commission  its  amended  color- 
coded  system  diagram  map  in  docket 


No.  AB  12  (SDM).  The  Commission  on 
May  22, 1979,  received  a  certificate  of 
publication  as  required  by  said 
regulation  which  is  considered  the 
effective  date  on  which  the  system 
diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  serv'ed  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 
the  Public  Service  Commission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designated 
agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also  be 
requested  from  the  Commission.  Section 
of  Dockets,  by  requesting  docket  No.  AB 
12  (SDM). 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28159  Filed  9-19-79:  ft45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


(AB  26  (SDM)  '] 

Southern  Railway  Company;  Amended 
System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 

1121.23,  that  the  Southern  Railway 
Company  and  its  consolidated 
subsidiaries,  has  filed  with  the 
Commission  its  amended  color-coded 
system  diagram  map  in  Docket  No.  AB 
26  (SDM).  The  Commission  on  July  5, 
1979,  received  a  certificate  of 
publication  as  required  by  said 
regulation  which  is  considered  the 
effective  date  on  which  the  amended 
system  diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 
the  Public  Service  Commission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designated 
agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also  be 
requested  from  the  railroad  at  a  nominal 
charge.  The  maps  also  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Commission,  Section 
of  Dockets,  by  requesting  docket  No.  AB 
26  (SDMJ. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-28160  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


’  AB  26  (SDM)  includes  its  consolidated 
subsidiaries:  AB  27  (SDM),  The  Alabama  Great 
Southern  Railroad  Company;  AB  28  (SDM).  Central 
of  Georgia  Railroad  Company;  AB  29  (SDt^.  The 
Cincinnati,  New  Orleans  and  Texas  Pacific  Railway 
Company:  AB  30  (SDM),  Georgia  Southern  and 
Florida  Railway  Company,  AB  64  (WNf), 
Chattanooga  Station  Company;  AB  118  (SDM), 
Albany  Passenger  Terminal  Company;  and  AB  125 
(SDM).  Norfolk  Southern  Railway  Company. 
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[Ex  Parte  No.  311] 

Expedited  Procedures  for  Recovery  of 
Fuel  Costs 

Decided  September  5, 1979. 

In  our  decision  of  August  28. 1979,  a  9- 
percent  surcharge  was  authorized  on  all 
owner-operator  traffic,  and  on  all 
truckload-rated  traffic  whether  or  not 
owner-operators  were  employed.  We 
ordered  that  all  owner-operators  were  to 
receive  compensation  at  this  level. 

In  addition,  a  1.6-percent  surcharge 
was  authorized  on  less-than-truckload 
(LTL)  traffic  performed  by  carriers  not 
utilizing  owner-operators.  This  was  an 
adjustment  from  the  previously 
authorized  2.7-percent  surcharge  on  this 
traffic  that  had  been  applicable  since 
June  19. 1979. 

Although  the  weekly  Figures  set  forth 
in  the  appendix  for  transportation 
performed  by  owner-operators  and  for 
truckload-rated  traffic  is  9.7  percent,  we 
are  authorizing  that  the  surcharge  for 
this  traffic  will  be  9.5  percent.  All 
owner-operators  are  to  receive 
compensation  at  the  9.5-percent  level.  In 
addition,  we  are  authorizing  a  1.7 
percent  surcharge  on  LTL  traffic 
performed  by  carriers  not  utilizing 
owner-operators. 

Notice  of  this  decision  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public,  by  mailing  a  copy 
of  this  decision  to  the  Governor  of  each 
State  and  to  the  Public  Utilities 
Commissions  or  Boards  of  each  State 
having  jurisdiction  over  transportation, 
by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  for 
public  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a 
copy  to  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  for  publication  therein. 

It  is  ordered: 

This  decision  shall  become  effective 
Friday  at  12:01  a.m.,  September  7, 1979. 

By  the  Commission.  Chairman  O’Neal,  Vice 
Chairman  Stafford,  Commissioners  Gresham, 
Clapp.  Christian,  Trantum,  Gaskins  and 
Alexis. 

Agatha  L.  Mergeno\ich, 

Secretary'. 

September  5. 1979. 

Appendix.— A(/0/  Surcharge 

Base  Date  and  Price  Per  Gallon  (Including  Tax) 
January  1. 1979 .  63.5* 

Dale  of  Current  Price  Measurement  and  Price  Per  Gallon 
(ItMiuding  Tax) 

September  4.  1979  . .  99.4t 


Appendix.— Fuel  Surcharge  — Contmued 
Average  Percent;  Fuel  Expenses  (Including  Taxes)  of  Total 
Revenue 

(1)  ‘  (2) 

From  Transportation  Other 

Performed  by  Owner 
Operators 

(Apply  to  All  Truckload  Rated  (Including  Less-Truckload 
Traffic)  TraHic) 

16.9%  2.9%  ' 

Percent  Surcharge  Developed 
97%  1.7% 

•  Percent  Surcharge  Allowed 
9.5%  1.7% 

1  Additional  data  for  gener2ri  commodity  earners  indicate  the 
following; 

(a)  Percent  Fuel  (including  tax)  of  revenue  (all  traffic)  7.3% 

(b)  Percent  T.L.  and  LTL  Revenue  of  total  revenue; 


Revenue 
(in  millions 
of  dollars) 

txcenl 

T.L . . . . 

.  $3,451,661 

32 

LTL . 

.  7.427.232 

68 

Total . . . 

. .  10.878,893 

100 

Utifeing  the  T.L.  and  LTL  vreighting  factors  and  retaining  the 
relationship  of  fuel  to  revenue  lor  owner  operators  (also 
appli^  to  T.L.  rated  traffic)  and  in  total  of  16.9  percent  and  7.3 
percent  respectively,  the  comparable  relationship  for  LTL  is  2.9 
percent  This  figure  should  not  be  construed  as  an  actual 
relationship  but  is  developed  as  a  nnethod  to  adjust  the  LTL 
surcharge. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28162  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-H 


[Rule  19,  Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules,  Ex 
Parte  No.  241;  Exemption  No.  171] 

Chicago,  Rock  Island,  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.;  Car  Service  Rules 

Because  of  a  strike,  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
(RI)  is  unable  to  relocate  empty  cars  to 
other  stations  for  loading  or  to  return 
them  promptly  to  car  owners  in 
accordance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1 
and  2.  Consequently,  RI  is  unable  to 
furnish  cars  of  suitable  ownership  to 
shippers  while  at  the  same  time  similar 
cars  of  other  ownerships  are  idle 
because  of  the  inability  of  the  RI  to 
return  them  to  owners.  In  addition,  RI 
freight  cars  on  other  lines  are  not 
needed  on  the  RI  because  of  the  strike. 

It  is  ordered,  That  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19: 

(a)  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  (RI)  is 
authorized  to  accept  from  shippers 
general  service  freight  cars  described  in 
paragraph  (b)  owned  by  other  railroads 
regardless  of  the  provisions  of  Car 
Service  Rules  1  and  2.  This  exemption 
shall  not  apply  to  cars  of  Mexican  or 
Canadian  ownership  or  to  cars  subject 
to  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  or 
Association  of  American  Railroads* 
orders  requiring  return  of  cars  to 
owners. 

(b)  This  exemption  is  applicable  to 
general  service  freight  cars  bearing 
reporting  marks  assigned  to  railroads 


listed  in  the  Official  Railway  Equipment 
Register,  ICC-RER  6410-B  issued  by 
W.  J.  Trezise,  or  successive  issues 
thereof  as  having  the  following 
mechanical  designations: 

Plain  Boxcars:  “XM",  "XMl”,  “XMIH” 

Gondola  Cars:  “GA”,  “GB”,  “GD",  “GH", 

**GS**  “GT** 

Hopper  Cars;  “HFA",  "HK  ”,  "HM  ”,  “HMA”, 

•‘HT’,  "HTA" 

Flat  Cars:  “FM”,  less  than  2(X),0(X)  lb.  capacity 

(c)  RI  owns  numerous  general  service 
freight  cars  and  specialized  equipment 
cars  that  are  not  needed  on  RI  because 
of  the  strike.  The  RI  general  service 
freight  cars  listed  in  paragraph  (b)  and 
RI  freight  cars  subject  to  Car  Service 
Directives  150  and  155  shall  be  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  Car  Service  Rules 
1  and  2. 

(d)  This  exemption  does  not  authorize 
use  of  RI  Cars  subject  to  Car  Service 
Directives  145  and  435  by  other 
railroads.  Any  railroad  desiring  to  use 
these  cars  must  receive  authorization 
from  Henry  Metz,  General 
Superintendent,  Car  Utilization  and 
Service,  RI,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Effective:  August  28, 1979. 

Expires:  September  5, 1979. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  28, 

1979. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Joel  E.  Bums, 

Agent 

|FR  Doc.  79-28135  Filed  9-10-79;  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 

[Rule  19,  Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules  Ex 
Parte  No.  241;  Thirty-Eighth  Revised 
Exemption  No.  12] 

Atlantic  and  Western  Railway,  et  al.; 
Car  Service  Rules 

Todll  railroads:  It  appearing,  That  the 
railroads  named  herein  own  numerous 
plain  boxcars;  that  under  present 
conditions,  there  is  virtually  no  demand 
for  these  cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car 
owners;  that  return  of  these  cars  to  the 
car  owners  would  result  in  their  being 
stored  idle  on  these  lines;  that  such  cars 
can  be  used  by  other  carriers  for 
transporting  traffic  offered  for  shipments 
to  points  remote  from  the  car  owners; 
and  that  compliance  with  Car  Service 
Rules  1  and  2  prevents  such  use  of  plain 
boxcars  owned  by  the  railroads  listed 
herein,  resulting  in  unnecessary  loss  of 
utilization  of  such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 
ICC-RER  6410-B,  issued  by  W.  J. 

Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  “XM”  or 
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“XMI,"  and  bearing  reporting  marks 
assigned  to  the  railroads  named  below, 
shall  be  exempt  from  provisions  of  Car 
Service  Rules  1(a),  2(a),  and  (b). 

Atlantic  and  Western  Railway 
Reporting  Marks:  ATW 
.Chicago  &  Illinois  Midland  Railway  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  CIM 

Fonda,  Johnstown  and  Gloversville  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  FJG 
Hartford  and  Slocum  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  HS 
Hillsdale  County  Railway  Company  Inc. 

Reporting  Marks:  HCRC 
'  Lackawaxen  and  Stourbridge  Railroad 
Corporation 
Reporting  Marks:  LASB 
Maryland  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  MPA 
Pickens  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  PICK 

Effective  September  1, 1979,  and 
continuing  in  effect  until  further  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August 
28, 1979. 

biterstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Joel  E.  Borns, 

Agent. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28156  Fii<«d  9-l(V-79.  B46  amj 

BUXING  CODE  7035-01-M 

{Rule  19  Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules  Ex 
Parte  No.  241;  Thirty-First  Revised 
Exemption  No.  129) 

Atlanta  and  Saint  Andrews  Bay 
Railway  Co.,  et  al.;  Car  Service  Rules 

It  appearing,  That  the  railroads 
named  herein  own  numerous  forty-foot 
plain  boxcars;  that  under  present 
conditions,  there  is  virtually  no  demand 
for  these  cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car 
owners;  that  return  of  these  cars  to  the 
car  owners  would  result  in  their  being 
stored  idle  on  these  lines;  that  such  cars 
can  be  used  by  other  carriers  for 
transporting  traffic  offered  for  shipments 
to  points  remote  from  the  car  owners; 
and  that  compliance  with  Car  Service 
Rules  1  and  2  prevents  such  use  of  plain 
boxcars  owned  by  the  railroads  listed 
herein,  resulting  in  unnecessary  loss  of 
utilization  of  such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 

ICC  RER  6410-8,  issued  by  W.  J.  Trezise, 
or  successive  issues  thereof,  as  having 
mechanical  designation  “XM.”  with 
inside  length  44-ft.  6-in.  or  less, 
regardless  of  door  width  and  bearing  ' 
reporting  marks  assigned  to  the 

'  Addition 


railroads  named  below,  shall  be  exempt 
from  provisions  of  Car  Service  Rules 
1(a),  2(a),  and  2(b). 

Atlanta  &  Saint  Andrews  Bay  Railway 
Company 

Reporting  Marks;  ASAB 
Chicago,  West  Pullman  &  Southern  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  CWP 
Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Company 

Reporting  Marks;  ITC 

Louisville,  New  Albany  &  Corydon  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  LNAC 
New  Hope  and  Ivyland  Railroad  Company 

Reporting  Marks:  NHIR 
North  Stratford  Railroad  Corporation 

Reporting  Marks:  NSRC  ‘ 

•  Effective  12:01  a.m.,  September  1, 

1979,  and  continuing  in  effect  until 
further  order  of  this  Commission. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  28, 

1979. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Joel  E.  Bums, 

Agent. 

tm  Doc.  79-28157  Fled  9-J0-7a  8:45  am) 

BOXING  CODE  70e5-«1-«l 

Pernianent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decison-Notice 

The  following  applications.  Filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (40  CFR  §  1100.247), 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979)  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  invervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  it  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  and  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (2)  has 
either  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  or  has  solicited 
business  which  is  controlled  by  those 
supporting  the  application  and  which 
would  have  involved  transportation 
performed  within  the  scope  of  the 
application. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  File  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner’s  interest,  the  particular 

'  Southern  Railway  Company  deleted. 


facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
the  extent  to  which  petitioner’s  interest 
will  be  represented  by  other  parties,  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  participation 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  a  sound  record,  and 
the  extent  to  which  participation  by  the 
petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues  or 
delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  oopy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  deosion,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  cunaatbnents  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  data  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  rimplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  §  10101.  Each 
applicant  is  fft,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
Except  where  speciffcally  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
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regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 

§  10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  §  10930(a) 
[formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.] 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  on  or 
before  October  11, 1979  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
the  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant's  other  authority, 
such  duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Volume  No.  142 

Decided:  August  13, 1979. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  Number 
1.  Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 
Member  Carleton  not  participating. 

MC  4405  (Sub-611F).  filed  April  6. 

1979.  Applicant:  DEALERS  TRANSIT. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  236,  Tulsa.  OK  74101. 
Representative:  Thomas  J.  Van  Osdel, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  trailers  and  trailer  chassis, 
(except  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles)  in  initial 
movements,  from  West  Point,  PA,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia.  PA. 
or  W'ashington.  DC.) 

MC  14215  (Sub-33F).  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  SMITH  TRUCK 
SERVICE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1329, 
Steubenville.  OH  43952.  Representative: 
John  L.  Alden,  1396  West  Fifth  Ave., 
Columbus,  OH  43212.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 


interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  Beaver  Falls,  PA,  to 
points  in  CT,  GA.  IN.  IL,  KY,  NC,  NJ, 

OH.  SC,  TN,  VA.  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  MI.  (Hearing  site: 

Columbus,  OH,  or  Wasjhington,  DC.) 

MC  14215  (Sub-34F).  filed  April  13. 

1979.  Applicant:  SMITH  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1329, 
Steubenville,  OH  43952.  Representative: 
John  L.  Alden,  1396  West  Fifth  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  12241,  Columbus,  OH  43212.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  steel  articles,  from 
Steubenville,  OH,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY, 
and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  MI.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.  or  Washington. 

DC.) 

MC  14314  (Sub-3lF).  filed  April  5, 

1979.  Applicant:  DUFF  TRUCK  UNE. 
INC..  P.O.  Box  359,  Lima.  OH  45802. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Berry,  275  East 
State  St..  Columbus.  OH  43215.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  facilities  of  Honda  of  . 
America  Manufacturing.  Inc.,  near 
Marysville,  OH,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  otherwise — 
authorized  regular-route  operations. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  29904  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  13, 

1979.  Applicant:  SUDDATH  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  525  Stevens  St..  P.O,  Box 
6699,  Jacksonville,  FL  32205. 
Representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1000 
Connecticut  Ave.,  NW,  Suite  1200, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  points  in  FL.  TX.  LA.  MN,  MI. 

WI.  ME.  AR.  KS,  OK.  NY.  NJ,  DE.  MD, 
PA.  WV.  VA.  NC.  SC.  GA.  AL,  TN.  KY. 
MS.  LA,  MO.  IL.  IN.  MA.  CT.  RI.  NH. 

VT,  OH,  and  DC.  Note:  The  person  or 
persons  who  appear  to  be  engaged  in 
common  control  of  applicant  and  any 
other  regulated  carrier  must  either  file 
an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(a) 
formerly  section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  Affidavits  are  due  20  days 
from  the  date  of  publication.  (Hearing 
site:  Jacksonville,  FL.) 

MC  45764  (Sub-3lF),  filed  April  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROBBINS  MOTOR 


TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  38. 
Essington,  PA  19029.  Representative: 

Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Bldg., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
^value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  in  containers,  or  trailers, 
having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water,  and  (2) 
empty  containers,  or  trailers  chassis,  (a) 
between  points  in  NY,  NJ,  DE,  PA.  and 
MD;  and  (b)  between  the  points  named 
in  (1)  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Boston,  MA,  Norfolk,  VA. 
Cleveland  and  Toledo,  OH,  and 
Charleston,  SC.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 
N.Y.) 

MC  52464  (Sub-1  IF),  filed  April  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  EVANS  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  2773  Darlington  Rd., 
Beaver  Falls,  PA  15010.  Representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St.. 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  Buffalo.  NY,  to  points 
in  Ashland,  Ashtabula,  Belmont,  Carroll, 
Columbiana,  Coshocton,  Cuyahoga. 
Geauga,  Guernsey,  Harrison,  Holmes. 
Jefferson,  Lake,  Lorain,  Mahoning. 
Medina,  Muskingum,  Portage.  Stark, 
Summit,  Trumbull,  Tuscarawas,  and 
‘  Wayne  Counties,  OH,  and  Allegheny. 
Armstrong.  Beaver,  Butler,  Cambria, 
Cameron,  Clarion,  Clearfield,  Crawford. 
Elk,  Erie,  Fayette,  Forest,  Greene, 
Indiana,  Jefferson.  Lawrence.  McKean. 
Mercer,  Somerset,  Venango.  Warren. 
Washington,  and  Westmoreland 
Counties.  PA.  (Hearing  site: 

Washington,  DC.) 

MC  78687  (Sub-73F*).  filed  June  14. 
1979,  previously  and  erroneously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  2, 1979  as  Sub  67F*.  Applicant: 
LOTT  MOTOR  UNES.  INC.,  West 
Cayuga  St.,  P.O.  Box  751,  Moravia,  NY 
13118.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
Eleventh  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20001. 

Note. — ^This  partial  republication  indicates 
that  the  correct  docket  number  is  MC  78687 
Sub  73F*.  All  other  issues  remain  as 
previously  published. 

MC  83835  (Sub-157F),  filed  April  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  WALES 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6186,  Dallas,  TX  75222.  Representative: 
James  W.  Hightower,  First  Continental 


‘Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
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Bank  Bldg.  #301, 5801  Marvin  D.  Love 
Freeway,  Dallas,  TX  75237.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
material  handling  equipment,  and  (2) 
parts,  accessories,  and  attachments  for 
material  handling  equipment,  between 
the  facilities  of  Stewart  &  Stevenson,  at 
or  near  Houston,  Corpus  Christi, 
Beaumont,  San  Antonio,  and  Harlingen, 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  85934  (Sub-IOOF),  filed  April  12, 
1979.  Applicant;  MICHIGAN 
TRANSPORTAl  ION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  3G01  Wyoming,  P.O.  Box 
248,  Dearborn,  MI  48121.  Representative: 
Edwin  M.  Snyder,  22375  Haggerty  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  400  Noi  thville,  MI  48167.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  points  in  MI,  on  the  one  hand 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  OH  and  IN, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  rail.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  106674  (Sub-382F),  filed  April  11, 
1979.  Applicant;  SCHILLI  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L. 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  salt,  from  the  facilities  of 
Morton  Salt,  at  or  near  Manistee  and 
Marysville,  MI,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA, 
and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  110325  (Sub-98F),  filed  March  5, 
1979,  previously  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  July  6, 1979,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
TRANSCON  LINES,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  92220,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90009. 
Representative:  Wentworth  E.  Griffin, 
Midland  Bldg.  1221  Baltimore  Ave., 
Kansas  City,  MO  64105.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
*  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Portland,  OR,  and  Tacoma. 
WA,  over  Interstate  Hwy  5,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
and  destined  to  Portland,  OR,  and 
Tacoma  and  Seattle.  WA,  and  points  in 


their  respective  commercial  zones. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note: —  This  republication  is  to  clarify  the 
restriction. 

MC  114045  (Sub-539F),  filed  April  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  TRAN^COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228,  Dallas. 
TX  75261.  Representative:  J.  B.  Stuart 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  citric  acid, 
in  containers,  from  the  facilities  of 
Pfizer,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Southport.  NC,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN.  lA.  KS.  MI.  MN,  MO. 
and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  115654  (Sub-138F).  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
CARTAGE  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  23193, 
Nashville,  TN  37202.  Representative: 
Henry  Seaton.  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425  Thirteenth  St.,  NW  Washington,  DC 
2(X)04.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  bypn^ucts,  dairy  products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meatpacking 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A,  B, 
and  C  ot  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  the  facilities  of 
Armour  Food  Company,  at  or  near 
Louisville,  KY,  to  Bristol,  VA,  points  in 
AL,  GA,  MS,  and  TN,  and  those  in  De 
Soto  County,  MS,  and  Crittenden 
County,  AR.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville, 

KY.  or  Nashville.  TN.) 

MC  116254  (Sub-262F).  filed  April  10, 
1979.  Applicant  CHEM-HAULERS, 

INC.,  118  East  Mobile  Plaza,  Florence, 
AL  35630.  Representative:  Randy  C. 
Luffman  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Georgetown,  SC,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  m  and  east  of  MN,  lA. 

MO,  AR.  and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA,  or  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  116544  (Sub-172F),  filed  March  16, 
1979,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  August  2. 1979  as  Sub 
171.  Applicant:  ALTRUK  FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  1703  Embarcadero 
Road,  Palo  Alto.  CA  94303. 
Representative:  Kirk  Wm,  Horton,  P.O. 
Box  10061,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregulci  routes, 
transporting  (1)  bananas,  and  (2) 
agricultural  commodities  which  are 
otherwise  exempt  from  economic 
regulations  under  49  U.S.C.  10526(a)(6) 


(formerly  Section  203(b)(6)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act)  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  with  bananas,  from 
Charleston,  SC,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  WI. 

MN,  lA,  MO,  and  IT^.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC,  or  Miami,  FL.) 

Note. — ^This  republication  indicates  the 
correct  Sub-No. 

MC  119765  (Sub-74F).  filed  March  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  EIGHT  WAY  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  5402  South  27th  St.,  Omaha,  NE 
68107,  Representative:  Arlyn  L. 
Westergren,  Suite  106,  7101  Mercy  Rd., 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  coffee 
and  tea,  and  (2)  non-alcoholic  beverages 
(except  those  described  in  (1)  above), 
from  Linden,  and  points  in  Morris 
County,  NJ,  to  St.  Louis,  MO.  Houston. 
TX,  and  Anderson  and  Yorktown,  IN, 
and  (b)  from  Houston,  TX,  to  St.  Louis, 

MO,  and  Anderson  and  Yorktown,  IN. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Omaha. 
NE.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  119934  (Sub-229F),  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  ECOFF  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  625  E.  Broadway,  Fortville,  IN 
46040.  Representative:  Robert  W.  Loser 
II,  1009  Chamber  of  Commrce  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  printing 
ink,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  New 
Albany,  IN,  to  points  in  IL,  KY,  MD,  MS, 
NY.  OH.  PA,  RI.  TN,  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  123387  (Sub-19F*),  filed  June  14. 
1979,  previously  and  erroneously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  2, 1979  as  Sub  1  *.  Applicant:  E. 

E.  HENRY,  1923  Sparrow  Rd., 
Chesapeake,  VA  23320.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001. 

Note. — This  partial  republicption  indicates 
that  the  correct  docket  number  is  MC  123387 
Sub  19  *.  All  other  issues  remain  as 
previously  published. 

MC  125335  (Sub-55F),  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  GOODWAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2283,  York, 
PA  17405.  Representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen,  P.O.  Box  82816.  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  confectionery,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  M&M/MARS,  at  or 
near  (a)  Elizabeth  and  Hackettstown. 


*  Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
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NJ.  and  (b)  Elizabethtown.  PA,  to  points 
in  FL.  GA.  IL  IN.  NC,  SC.  TN.  and  WL 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia  or 
1  larrisburg.  PA) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  126045  {Sub-25F).  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  ALTER  TRUCKING 
AND  TERMINAL  CORPORATION.  P.O. 
Box  3122.  Davenport.  I A  52808. 
Representative:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  611 
Church  St.,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  lA 
52501 .  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
the  facilities  of  North  Star  Steel 
Company,  at  or  near  St.  Paul,  MN,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis. 

MN'I 

MC-127524  Sub  17F,  filed  April  10. 
1979.  Applicant:  QUADREL  BROS. 

I  RUCKING  COMPANY.  INC..  1603  Hart 
St..  Rahway.  NJ  07065.  Representative: 
John  L.  Alfano,  550  Mamaroneck  Ave., 

I  larrison,  NY  10582.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  chemicals. 
in  hulk,  from  Newark.  NJ.  to  Baltimore. 

MD.  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York.  NY.  or  Newark.  NJ) 

MC  1.14484  {Sub-25F).  filed  April  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  EDWARDS  BROS., 

INC..  P.O.  Box  1684,  Idaho  Falls.  ID 
83401.  Representative:  Timothy  R. 
Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  frozen  foods,  from  the 
facilities  of  Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  (a)  Burley.  ID,  and  (b)  Ontario.  OR. 
to  points  in  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID) 

MC  135364  (Sub-38F).  filed  April  10. 
1979.  Applicant:  MORWALL 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  76C.  R.D.  3. 
Moscow,  P.A  18444.  Representative:  J.  G. 
Dail.  Jr..  P.O.  Box  LL.  McLean,  VA  22101. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  artificial  trees,  wreaths, 
garlands,  and  shrubbery,  and  plastic 
articles,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
the  facilities  of  American  Technical 
Industries.  Inc.,  at  or  near  (a)  Lexington. 

KY.  (b)  Aurora,  IL.  (c)  West  Coxsackie, 
NY,  (d)  Americus,  GA.  (e)  Hialeah.  FL 
(f)  Austin,  TX.  and  (g)  Mira  Loma,  CA 


on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  United  Slates  in  and  east  of 
ND.  SD.  NE.  CO.  OK.  and  TX.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  American 
Technical  Industries,  Inc.,  of  Mt.  Vernon, 
NY,  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC) 

Condition. — Issuance  of  a  permit  is  subject 
to  prior  or  coincidental  cancellation  of  Permit 
No.  MC  135364  (Subsl,  15.  and  26)  at 
applicant's  written  request. 

MC  135524  (Sub-16F).  filed  March  5. 
1979,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  6. 1979.  Applicant:  G.  F. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation.  P.O.  Box 
229, 1028  West  Rayen  Ave., 

Youngstown,  OH  44501.  Representative: 
George  Fedorisin,  912  Salts  Springs  Rd.. 
Youngstown.  OH  44509.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  plastic 
pipe,  fittings,  and  couplings,  (2) 
accessories  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  and  (3)  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  installation 
of  the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Samson  Plastic  Conduit 
and  Pipe  Corporation  in  Geneva  County. 
AL  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  AR.  CT,  DE.  FU  GA,  IL  IN,  KY, 
LA.  MA.  MD.  ME.  MI.  MN.  MO.  MS.  NC. 
NH.  NJ.  NY.  OH.  OK,  PA  RI.  SC.  TN. 

VA.  VT.  WI.  WV.  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Mobile,  AL.  or  Columbus.  OH) 

Note. — ^This  republication  modifies  the 
commodity  description  and  includes  VT  in 
the  territorial  description. 

MC  138635  (Sub-78F).  filed  April  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  CAROUNA  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  Box  3961,  Gastonia,  NC 
28052.  Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer, 
Suite  423. 1511  K  St.  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.  20005.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  electrical  goods,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  electrical  goods 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  (a)  from 
Ontario,  CA.  and  Seattle,  WA,  to 
Allentown,  PA.  Broadview.  IL  Atlanta, 
GA.  Lenexa,  KS,  Grand  Prairie,  TX, 
Columbus,  OH.  Edison,  NJ,  Boston.  MA, 
Laurel,  MD.  and  Mansfield.  MA.  and  (b) 
from  Brockport,  NY,  and  Alentown.  PA, 
to  Broadview,  IL  San  Leandro  and 
Garden  Grove.  CA,  Lenexa.  KS.  Grand 
Prairie.  TX.  and  Tukwila,  WA.  (Hearing 
site:  Hartford,  CT) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139495  {Sub-432F).  filed  April  10. 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC..  1501  East  8th  St,  P.O. 
Box  1358.  Liberal,  KS  67901. 


Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin, 

1320  Fenwick  Lane,  Silver  Spring.  MD 
20910.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  alcoholic  beverages  (except 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in 
CA.  to  points  in  CO,  NM.  and  those 
points  in  TX  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Hwy  40.  (Hearing  site:  San  Francisco. 

CA) 

MC  139495  (Sub-433F).  filed  April  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East  8th  St.,  P.O. 
Box  1358,  Liberal.  KS  67901. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin. 

1320  Fenwick  l.ane.  Silver  Spring.  MD 
20910.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  candles,  chemicals, 
chemical  additives,  foodstuffs,  and 
plastic  articles,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  and  sale  of 
the  cbmmodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  in  (1)  and  (2)  above),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  McCormick  and  Company. 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139495  (Sub-468F).  filed  April  5. 
1979.  Applicant;  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC..  1501  East  8th  St..  P.O. 
Box  1358,  Liberal.  KS  67901. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin. 

1320  Fenwick  Lane,  Silver  Spring.  MD 
20910.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs,  canned  and 
preserved,  from  the  facilities  of  Heinz 
USA.  at  or  near  Muscatine  and  Iowa 
City,  lA.  to  point  in  KS.  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington.  DC.) 

MC  139495  (Sub-469F),  filed  April  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC..  1501  East  8th  St..  P.O. 
Box  1358,  Liberal,  KS  67901. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin. 
1320  Fenwick  Lane,  Silver  Spring,  MD 
20910.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  display  racks,  stands  and 
cases,  stationery,  pens,  pencils,  and 
markers,  from  the  facilities  of  The 
Gillette  Company,  at  or  near  La  Mirada. 
CA,  to  La  Grange  Park.  IL  and  Andover. 
MA.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139615  (Sub-26F).  filed  April  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  D.  R.  S.  TRANSPORT, 
II^..  P.O.  Box  29.  OSKALOOSA.  lA 
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52577.  Representative;  Larry  D.  Knox, 

600  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  trusses,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  construction,  and 
distribution  of  agricultural  and 
commercial  buildings  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (a)  from 
Oskaloosa,  lA,  to  points  in  ND,  SD,  CO, 
NE,  KS.  OK.  AR.  MO.  IL.  MN.  and  WI, 
and  (b)  from  points  in  AR,  AL,  IL,  MO, 
MS,  WY.  CO.  and  LA,  to  Oskaloosa,  lA. 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  lA.) 

MC  140615  (Sub-31F),  filed  April  10. 
1979.  Applicant:  DAIRYLAND 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1116, 
Wisconsin  Rapids.  WI  54494. 
Representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  St.  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lighting  fixtures,  and  parts 
and  accessories  for  lighting  fixtures,  (a) 
from  the  facilities  of  keystone  Lighting 
Corporation,  at  Bristol,  PA,  to  points  in 
IL,  IN.  KS,  MI.  MN.  MO  NE,  OH.  and 
WI,  and  (b)  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  the 
facilities  in  (a)  above.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  140615  (Sub-36F).  filed  April  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  DAIRYLAND 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1116, 
Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI  54494. 
Representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  St.  N.W.,  Washington.  DC  20006.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  Campbell  Soup  Company,  at 
Napoleon,  OH,  to  Camden,  NJ.  and 
points  in  lA.  IL.  IN.  KY.  MI.  MN.  MO, 
NC.  ND.  NY.  PA,  SC.  SD.  TN.  VA.  WI, 
and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-36F).  filed  April  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  141,  So.  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  containers, 
from  Green  Bay  and  Milwaukee,  WI, 
and  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  MN, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-66F),  filed  April  6, 
1979.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  141,  So.  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  bakery 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Salerno-Megowen 
Biscuit  Co.,  at  Niles,  IL,  to  points  in  CO, 
ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  MO,  lA,  MN,  WI.  IN, 

MI,  OH.  PA.  NY.  NJ.  MD.  DE,  CT,  RI, 

MA,  KY.  and  DC,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-67F),  filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant;  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  141,  So.  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
the  facilities  of  the  Creamette  Company, 
at  Minneapolis  and  New  Hope,  MN,  to 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  ND,  SD.  NE,  CO.  OK.  and  TX 
(except  MN),  and  (2)  from  Fairlawn,  NJ, 
and  Carnegie,  PA,  to  the  facilities  in  (1) 
above,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations  except  on  traffic 
moving  in  foreign  commerce.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  144804  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  11. 
1979.  Applicant:  FORTUNE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2930  Hansboro  Dr.,  Dallas,  TX 
75233.  Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford, 
Suite  1125,  Exchange  Park,  P.O.  Box 
45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  magazines, 
periodicals,  paperback  books, 
calendars,  maps,  and  newspapers,om 
Dallas,  TX,  to  El  Dorado,  Ft.  Smith,  Little 
Rock,  and  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  Baton  Rouge, 
Crowley,  New  Orleans,  and  Shreveport, 
LA,  Albuquerque,  Gallup,  Tucumcari, 
and  Carlsbad.  NM.  Oklahoma  City  and 
Tulsa,  OK,  Amarilo,  Austin,  Corpus 
Christi,  El  Paso.  Galveston,  Houston, 
Lubbock,  Lufkin,  Midland,  Paris, 

Temple,  Tyler,  Victoria,  Wichita  Falls, 
Beaumont  Bryan,  San  Antonio,  Laredo, 
and  Harlingen,  TX,  under  continuing 
contractsfs)  with  Magazine  and  Book 
Shippers.  Inc.,  of  Dallas,  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  14504  (Sub-13F),  filed  April  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  COORS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO,  a  Corporation, 
5101  York  St.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  1600 
Lincoln  Center,  1660  Lincoln  St.,  Denver, 
CO  80264.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes. 


transporting  baker’s  yeast,  from 
Bakersfield,  CA,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
Denver  and  Grand  Junction,  CO,  and 
Houston.  Corpus  Christi,  and  San 
Antonio,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  146424  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  4, 

1979.  Applicant:  TRANSPORTATION 
ANALYST.  INC.  d.b.a.  CLAREDEN- 
BRETON  TRUCK  DIVISION.  9419  East 
63rd  St.,  Kansas  City,  MO  64133. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  P.O.  Box 
19251,  2100  TenMain  Center,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64141.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities,  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  retail  discount 
department  stores,  (1)  between  the 
facilities  of  Mattingly  Stores,  Inc.,  at 
Kansas  City  and  Lexington,  MO,  and  (2) 
from  the  facilities  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
retail  discount  department  stores  of 
Mattingly  Stores,  Inc.,  at  (a)  Centerville, 
lA,  and  (b)  points  in  MO,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Mattingly 
Stores,  Inc.,  of  Lexington,  MO.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas,  MO.) 

MC  146805  (Sub-1  F),  filed  April  6. 

1979.  Applicant:  JR.  PORTER.  INC.,  Rt.  5 
Box  589,  South  Point,  OH  45680. 
Representative:  R.  William  Berry,  406 
Second  Ave.,  Chesapeake,  OH  45619.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  cement,  in  bags,  from  the 
facilities  of  Louisville  Cement  Company, 
at  Huntington,  WV,  to  points  in  OH  and 
KY,  under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
the  Louisville  Cement  Company,  of 
Louisville,  KY.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus. 
OH.  or  Wheeling.  WV) 

Passenger  Authority 

MC  147735F.  filed  March  7, 1979. 
Applicant:  DALE  EVANS,  d.b.a.  EVANS 
TRANSPORTATION,  420  Allen  St.. 
Yreka,  CA  96097,  Representative: 
Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.  W.  23rd 
Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210.  To  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage  in  round-trip  and  one¬ 
way  charter  operations,  beginning  or 
ending  at  points  in  Siskiyou  County,  CA, 
and  extending  to  points  in  OR  and  NV. 
(Hearing  site;  Yreka,  CA,  or  Medford 
OR) 

Volume  No.  143 

Decided:  August  15, 1979. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Boyle,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 

MC  4405  (Sub-599F),  filed  May  1, 1979. 
Applicant:  DEALERS  TRANSIT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  236,  Tulsa.  OK  74101. 
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Representative;  Thomas  J.  Van  Osdel, 

502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  concrete  batch  plants,  and 
accessories  for  concrete  batch  plants, 
from  Blair,  NE,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Omaha.  NE.) 

MC  4405  (Sub-600F),  filed  May  1, 1979. 
Applicant:  DEALERS  TRANSIT.  INC., 

P  O.  Box  236,  Tulsa.  OK  74101. 
Representative;  Michael  E.  Miller,  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  water  conditioning 
equipment  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Ashville,  NC.  and  Commerce  City, 
CO.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC  4405  (Sub-601F).  filed  May  1. 1979. 
Applicant:  DE.\LER  TRANSIT.  INC., 

P.O.  BOX  236,  Tulsa.  OK  74101. 
Representative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  To  operate  as  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  trailers  and  trailer  chassis 
(other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles),  in  initial 
movenffents.  and  trailer  converter 
dollies,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
Delta,  OH,  and  Albion,  PA,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Erie,  PA.) 

MC  14215  (Sub-32F),  filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  SMITH  TRUCK 
SERVICE.  INC..  P.O.  Box  1329, 
Steubenville.  OH  43952.  Representative; 
John  L  Alden,  1396  West  Fifth  Ave., 
Columbus,  OH  43212.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  calcium 
chloride,  in  bags,  from  the  facilities  of 
Dow  Chemical  Co.,  at  Midland  and 
Ludington.  MI.  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  LA, 

KY,  MO.  OH.  PA.  WI,  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus.  OH.  or  Washington, 

DC.) 

MC  42405  (Sub-37F),  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  MISTLETOE  EXPRESS 
SERVICE,  a  corporation  P.O.  Box  25614. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73125. 
Representative:  T.  M.  Brown,  P.O.  Box 
1540.  Edmond.  OK  73034.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 


bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  moving  in  express  service. 

(1)  between  Afton  and  West  Siloam 
...prings,  OK:  from  Afton  over  U.S.  Hwy 
59  to  junction  OK  Hwy  33.  then  over  OK 
Hwy  33  to  West  Siloam  Springs,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  and  (2) 
between  junction  OK  Hwy  82  and  U.S. 
Hwy  66  and  Maysville,  AR:  from 
junction  OK  Hwy  20  and  U.S.  Hwy  66 
over  OK  Hwy  20  to  the  OK-AR  State 
line,  then  over  AR  Hwy  72  to  Maysville, 
AR,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  in  connection  with  (1)  and  (2) 
above  ail  intermediate  points,  and 
points  in  Delaware  County.  OK  as  off- 
route  points.  (Hearing  site;  Tulsa  or 
Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

MC  53965  (Sub-ISIF).  filed  April  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  GRAVES  TRU^K  LINE 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  1387,  Salina,  KS 
67401.  Representative;  Bruce  A.  Bullock 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  foodstuffs, 
canned  and  preserved,  from  the 
facilities  of  Heinz  USA.  at  or  near  Iowa 
City  and  Muscatine,  lA,  to  points  in  KS. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  65475  (Sub-24F),  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  JETCO,  INC.,  4701 
Eisenhower  Ave.,  Alexandria,  VA  22304 
Representative;  J.  G.  Dail  |r.,  P.O.  Box 
LL,  McLean,  VA  22101.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
aluminum  and  aluminum  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  the  facilities  of 
Alumax,  Inc.,  in  Berkeley  County.  SC,  on 
the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  W'ashington.  DC.) 

MC  94635  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  16, 

1979.  Applicant;  INTERSTATE  SAND  & 
GRAVEL  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.  717 
Elmer  St..  Vineland,  NJ  08360. 
Representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones.  2033 
K  St.,  N.W..  Washington.  DC  20006.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  sand,  stone,  gravel,  clay, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
NJ.  CT.  DE.  ME,  MD.  MA.  WV,  NY,  NH. 
OH,  PA,  RL  VT.  VA,  and  DC,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Owens- 


Illinois,  Inc.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  named  facilities. 

(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  105045  (Sub-104F).  filed  April  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  R.  L  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3277, 
Evansville  IN  47701.  Representative: 

Paul  F.  Sullivan.  711  Washington,  Bldg., 
15th  and  New  York  Ave.,  NW„ 
Washington,  DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  copper 
tubing,  from  Wynne,  AR.  to  points  in 
MN.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  106074  (Sub-102F),  filed  May  1. 
1979.  Applicant;  B  AND  P  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  Shiloh  Rd.  and  U.S.  Hwy 
221  South,  Forest  City.  NC  28043. 
Representative:  Clyde  W.  Carver.  P.O. 
Box  720434,  Atlanta.  GA  30328.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  decorations 
and  ornaments,  from  points  in  IL  KY. 

NJ,  OH,  PA.  and  TX,  to  the  facilities  of 
Rauch  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Gastonia,  NC 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
destined  to  the  above-named  facilities. 
(Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  106644  (Sub-285F).  filed  April  20. 
1979.  Applicant;  SUPERIOR  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  916,  Atlanta. 
GA  30301.  Representative:  Louis  C. 
Parker,  III  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  self-propelled  vehicles. 
restricted  to  commodities  which  are 
transported  on  trailers,  and  (2) 
attachments,  accessories,  and  parts  for 
self-propelled  vehicles,  between  the 
facilities  of  Master  Craft  Industrial 
Equipment  Corp.,  (a)  at  Belleville,  MI, 
and  (b)  in  Tift  ^unty,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  ‘ 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107515  (Sub-1223F),  filed  May  1. 
1979.  Applicant;  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  306, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Rd.,  NE.. 
5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South.  Atlanta. 
GA  30326.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  coffee  and  coffee  products 
(except  commoi^ties  in  bulk),  from  New 
Orleans,  LA,  to  points  in  FL  (Hearing 
site:  Cincinnati,  OH.) 
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Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1224F).  filed  May  1, 
1979.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Rd.,  NE„ 
5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta, 
GA  30326.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  molded  plastic  cabinetry 
and  molded  plastic  cabinetry  parts. 
from  the  facilities  of  Kyowa  America 
Corporation,  (a)  at  Swainsboro  GA,  and 
(b)  in  Fulton  County,  GA,  to  San  Diego, 
CA.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta.  GA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1225F).  filed  May  1/ 
1979.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E., 
5th  Floor,  Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta, 
GA  30326.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  adhesives  and  adhesive 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk], 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  Danielson,  CT,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
CT,  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Hartford,  CT, 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  109124  (Sub-69F),  Filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  SENTLE  TRUCKING 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  7850,  Toledo, 
OH  43619.  Representative:  James  M. 
Burtch,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Suite  1800, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  silica 
sand,  from  the  facilities  of  Ottawa  Silica 
Company,  at  or  near  Ottawa,  IL,  to 
Carleton  and  Dearborn,  MI.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  111594  (Sub-86F),  filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  C.  W.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  610  High  St.  Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI 
54494.  Representative:  Leonard  Kofkin, 
39  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Stevens 
Point.  WL  and  Merrill.  WL  from  Stevens 
Point  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to  Junction  WI 
Hwy  64,  then  over  WI  Hwy  64  to  Merrill, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Mosinee,  Brokaw,  Schofield, 


Rothschild,  and  Wausau,  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Wausau  or  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  113784  (Sub-84F),  filed  May  1, 

1979.  Applicant:  LAIDLAW 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED.  65  Guise  St., 
Hamilton,  Ontario,  Canada,  L8L  4M1. 
Representative:  David  A.  Sutherland, 

1150  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Suite  400 
Washington,  DC  20036.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  and  non-ferrous  metals, 
between  points  in  MI  and  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  DE, 
IL.  IN.  MD.  MI,  NJ.  NY.  OH.  PA,  WV. 
and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  113855  (Sub-483F).  filed  April  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE, 
Rochester,  MN  55901.  Representative: 
Richard  P.  Anderson,  502  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND  58126.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
construction  equipment,  earth  moving 
equipment,  and  material  handling 
equipment,  and  (2)  attachments, 
accessories,  and  parts  for  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
White  Marsh,  MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(including  AK,  but  excluding  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115654  (Sub-139F).  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  23193, 
Nashville,  TN  37202.  Representative: 
Henry  Seaton.  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg.. 
425  Thirteenth  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 

DC  20004.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  canned  and  preserx'ed 
foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities  of  Heinz 
USA,  Division  of  H.  J,  Heinz  Company, 
at  or  near  Fremont  and  Toledo,  OH,  to 
points  in  AL,  GA,  MS,  and  TN,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  facilities  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  119974  (Sub-80F).  filed  April  18. 
1979.  Applicant;  L.C.L.  TRANSIT 
COMPANY.  A  CORPORATION,  9459 
Advance  St.,  Green  Bay,  WI  54304. 
Representative:  L.F.  Abel,  P.O.  Box  949, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54305.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  paper 
and  paper  products,  and  (2)  cleaning 
compounds  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Green  Bay  and  Peshtigo,  WI. 
to  Kansas  Qty,  KS,  and  points  in  LA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 


originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Green  Bay, 
WI.) 

MC  123075  (Sub-33F).  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  SHUPE  &  YOST.  INC., 
North  U.S.  85  Bypass,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Greeley,  CO.  80631.  Representative: 
Stuart  L.  Poelman,  700  Continental  Bank 
Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84101.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  oyer  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  salt  and  salt  products, 
and  (2)  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  from  Lake  Point, 

UT.  to  points  in  KS.  NE.  ND.  SD,  CO. 
and  WY,  under  continuing  contracts(s) 
with  Utah  Salt  Company,  Inc.,  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT.  (Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT,  or  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  124154  (Sub-76F),  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant;  WINGATE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  645,  Albany. 
GA  31702.  Representative:  W.  Guy 
McKenzie,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  FL  32302.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
containers  and  container  parts,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Homerville,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI)  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta  or  Albany,  GA.) 

MC  124154  (Sub-77F),  filed  April  17. 
1979.  Applicant:  WINGATE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  645,  Albany. 
GA  31702.  Representative:  W.  Guy 
McKenzie,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  FL  32302.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
electrical  appliances,  equipment  and 
parts,  as  defined  by  the  Commission  in 
Appendix  VII  to  the  Report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  283,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk],  between  the 
facilities  of  Gibson-Metalux 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Amcricus,  GA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta  or 
Albany,  GA.) 

MC  125335  (Sub-68F),  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant  GOODWAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC,  P.O.  Box  2283,  York, 
PA  17405.  Representative:  Gailyn  L. 
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Larsen,  P.O.  Box  82816,  Lincoln.  ME 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  canned  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  Campbell  Soup  Company,  at 
or  near  Maxton,  NC,  to  points  in  AL,  FL, 
GA.  NC.  SC.  TN.  VA.  and  DC.  (Hearing 
site:  Charlotte.  NC,  or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  125335  (Sub-57F),  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  GOODWAY  ' 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2283,  York, 
PA  17405.  Representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen,  P.O.  Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  paint  stores  and  paint  supply 
houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  lA,  MN, 

NE,  ND,  SD,  WI,  and  KS  (except  Kansas 
City  and  Leavenworth,  KS).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  125335  (Sub-58F),  filed  April  17. 
1979.  Applicant:  GOODWAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2283,  York, 
PA  17405.  Representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen.  P.O.  Box  62816,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.G.C, 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Dubuque  Packing  Company,  at  or 
near  Denison,  lA,  to  points  in  AL,  CT, 

DE,  FL.  GA.  ME.  MD.  MA.  NH,  N).  NY. 
NC.  PA.  RI.  SC.  TN.  VT,  VA.  WV,  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE,  or 
Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  126305  (Sub-115F),  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  BOYD  BROTHERS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  R.  D.  1, 
Box  18.  Clayton,  AL  36016. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen.  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  lumber  and 
lumber  products,  from  Warren,  AR,  and 
El  Paso,  TX,  to  points  in  VA.  (Hearing 
site:  Montgomery  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  126305  (Sub-116F).  filed  May  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  BOYD  BROTHERS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  Route  1. 
Box  18,  Clayton,  AL  36016. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 


irregular  routes,  transporting  waste 
paper,  from  points  in  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  lA, 
KY,  LA.  MS,  MO,  NC.  SC,  and  TN.  to  the 
facilities  of  National  Gypsum  Co.,  at  or 
near  Anniston,  AL.  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  or  Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  128205  (Sub-71F).  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  BULKMATIC 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  12000  South  Doty  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60628.  Representative: 

Arnold  L  Burke,  180  North  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60601.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  flour,  in 
bulk,  (1)  fi'om  Hastings,  MN,  to  points  in 
WI,  IL.  IN.  MI,  KY,  OH,  lA.  and  MO.  and 
(2)  from  Alton,  IL,  to  points  in  WI.  lA, 
MO.  IN,  MI.  OH.  MN.  and  KY.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  128205  (Sub-73F).  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  BULKMATIC 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  12000  South  Doty  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60628.  Representative: 
Arnold  L.  Burke,  180  North  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60601.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  flour,  in 
bulk,  from  Buffalo,  NY,  to  points  in  MA, 
PA.  NJ.  VA.  WV,  KY,  OH.  IN.  MI.  and 
IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  133095  (Sub-253F),  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  TEXAS- 
CONTINENTAL  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box,434.  Euless,  TX  76039. 
Representative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  TX  75201, 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  packaging  materials  used 
in  the  distribution  and  sale  of  alcoholic 
beverages,  (1)  from  points  in  PA.  to 
points  in  NJ,  AR,  IL,  and  CA,  and  (2) 
from  points  in  IL,  to  points  in  NJ,  LA. 
AR,  and  CA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  used  by  Hiram 
Walker,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX) 

MC  133655  (Sub-149F),  filed  May  1, 
1979.  Applicant:  TRANS-NATIONAL 
TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  31300,  Amarillo, 
TX  79120  Representative:  Warren  L. 
Troupe,  2480  E.  Commercial  Blvd.,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  FL  33308.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
cellulose  materials,  cellulose  products, 
paper  and  paper  products,  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
Los  Angeles  and  Union  City.  CA,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  and  Phoenix,  AZ,  on  the 


one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  AR,  FL.  GA,  IL,  IN.  KS.  KY.  LA.  MS. 
MO,  NC.  OH.  OK.  SC,  TN.  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  133805  (Sub-17F),  filed  March  16, 
1979,  Applicant:  LONE  STAR 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  48,  Tolar, 

TX  76476.  Representative:  Harry  F. 

Horak,  Suite  115,  5001  Brentwood  Stair 
Rd„  Ft,  Worth,  TX  76112.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  facilities  used  by  The 
Coca-Cola  Company  Foods  Division,  in 
FL,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT, 

NV.  NM,  OR.  UT.  WA.  and  WY. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  facilities  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Jacksonville,  FL,  or  Ft. 
Worth,  TX) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  133805  (Sub-18F).  filed  April  18. 
1979.  Applicant:  LONE  STAR 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  48.  Tolar, 

TX  76476.  Representative:  Harry  F. 
Horak,  Suite  115,  5001  Brentwood  Stair 
Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76112.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  Heinz  U.S.A.,  Division  of  H. 

J.  Heinz  Co.,  at  or  near  Pittsburgh,  PA,  to 
points  in  AR,  OK,  and  TX,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  facilities  and  destined  to 
the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Fort  Worth,  TX,  or  Pittsburgh,  PA) 

MC  133805  (Sub-19F),  filed  April  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  LONE  STAR 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  48,  Tolar, 

TX  76476.  Representative:  Harry  F. 
Horak,  Suite  115,  5001  Brentwood  Stair 
Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76112.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  1  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  MBPXL 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Dodge  City,  KS, 
to  points  in  AL,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  ME. 

MD.  MA.  NH,  NJ.  NY,  NC.  PA,  RI.  SC. 
TN,  VT,  VA,  and  WV,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  facilities.  (Hearing  site: 
Wichita,  KS,  or  Fort  Worth,  TX) 

MC  134084  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  SHROCK  TRUCKING. 
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INC.,  P.O.  Box  428,  Hubbard,  OR  97032. 
Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  N.W.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lumber,  between  points  in 
OR  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Portland, 

OR.) 

MC  134235  (Sub-ieF),  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  KUHNLE  BROTHERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  128,  Chagrin  Falls,  OH 
44022.  Representative:  Kenneth  T. 
Johnson,  Bakers  Trust  Bldg.,  Jamestown, 
NY  14701.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  solar  salt,  from  Baltimore, 
MD,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  KY,  MA,  NJ, 

NH,  NC,  OH,  PA.  RI,  SC,  VT,  VA.  and 
WV.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  134235  (Sub-18F).  filed  May  1. 

1979.  Applicant:  KUHNLE  BROTHERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  128,  Chagrin  Falls,  OH 
44022.  Representative:  Kenneth  T. 
Johnson,  Bankers  Trust  Bldg., 

Jamestown,  NY,  14701.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  salt,  in 
bulk,  from  Cleveland,  OH.  to  points  in 
IN.  KY.  NY.  PA,  WV.  and  the  lower 
penineula  of  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo, 
NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  135524  (Sub-23F).  filed  April  14. 
1979.  Applicant:  G.  F.  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  229, 1028  West 
Rayen  Ave.,  Youngstown,  OH  44501. 
Respresentative:  George  Fedorisin,  912 
Salts  Springs  Rd..  Youngstown,  OH 
44509.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  conveyors,  and 
conveyor  systems,  (2)  parts  and 
accessories  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  and  (3)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  erection, 
installation  and  maintenance  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Litton  Unit  Handling 
Systems,  at  or  near  Florence,  KY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL.  AR.  CT.  DE.  GA.  KY.  LA.  ME.  MD. 
MA,  MI.  NH.  NJ.  NY,  NC,  PA.  RI.  SC, 

VT,  VA,  WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Cincinnati  or  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  135874  (Sub-175F),  filed  April  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  LTL  PERISHABLES, 
INC.,  550  E.  5th  St.,  So.,  So.  St.  Paul,  MN 
55075.  Respresentative:  Paul  Nelson 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 


equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  (a)  Continental 
Freezers  of  Illinois,  and  (b)  U.S.  Cold 
Storage,  at  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  PA, 
OH,  KY,  MI.  IN,  WI.  MN.  ND.  NE.  SD, 

CO,  KS,  lA,  and  MO,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  facilities  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  136545  (Sub-17F),  filed  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  929  Railroad  St.. 
Prentice.  WI  54556.  Respresentative: 
Richard  A,  Westley,  4506  Regent  St., 

Suite  100  Madison.  WI  53705.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  hydraulic  loading 
equipment  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI,  IL.  IN,  OH,  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Ml),  to  the  facilities  of 
Oroark  Industries,  Inc,,  at  or  near  (a) 
Prentice,  WI,  and  (b)  Zebulon,  NC. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  138875  (9ub-160F),  filed  April  10, 
1979.  Applioarrt:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation. 
11900  Franklin  Rd.,  Boise,  ID  83705. 
Representative:  F.  L  Sigloh  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  (a)  buildings,  in 
section,  (b)  motor  homes,  (c) 
recreational  vehicles,  and  (d)  trailers 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Ml  and  OH,  to 
points  in  OR  and  WA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  indicated  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139615  (Sub-27F),  filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  D.R.S.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  29,  Oskaloosa,  lA  52577, 
Representative:  Larry  D.  Knox.  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  silica  sand,  from  Oregon, 

IL,  to  those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  west  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  140484  (Sub-40F),  filed  April  17. 
1979.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2671  E.  Edison  Ave., 
P.O.  Box  69,  Fort  Myers,  FL  33902. 
Representative:  Frank  T.  Day  (same 


address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
petroleum,  petroleum  products,  vehicle 
body  sealer,  and  sound  deadener 
compounds  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  and  filters,  from  the 
facilities  of  Quaker  .State  Oil  Refining 
Corporation,  in  Warren  County.  MS,  to 
points  in  AL,  CA,  FL.  GA.  IL,  IN,  KY. 

OH.  SC,  TN.  and  WV.  and  (2)  (a) 
petroleum,  petroleum  products,  vehicle 
body  sealer,  and  sound  deadener 
compounds  except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  and  filters,  and  (b) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  AL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  OH, 
SC,  and  VA  to  the  origin  facilities  in  (1) 
above,  restricted  in  both  (1)  and  (2)  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  named  facilities. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-212F),  filed  May  1. 
1979.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS. 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederidc  J.  Coffman 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreigo  oooimerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  copper  rod 
and  copper  cathodes,  from  the  facilities 
of  Magma  Copper  Co.,  a  subsidiary  of 
Newmont  Mining  Corporation,  at  San 
Manuel,  AZ,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles  or  San  Francisco,  CA). 

MC  142715  (Sub-35F),  filed  April  17. 
1979.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  141,  So.  St.  Paul.  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
articles  distributed  by  meat-packing 
houses,  and  commodities  used  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  sections 
A,  C,  and  D  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  (a)  Lauridsen  Foods,  Inc,, 
at  or  near  Britt,  lA,  and  (b)  Armour  and 
Company,  at  Mason  City,  lA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  CO,  OK,  and  TX.  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  named  facilities. 

(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or  St.  Paul, 
MN). 
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MC  142715  (Sub-37F).  filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  LENERTZ.  INC..  P.O. 

Box  141.  So.  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Sunstar  Foods,  Inc., 
at  South  St.  Paul,  MN,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
CO,  OK,  and  TX  (except  MN.  FL,  ME, 

NH,  and  VT).  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  facilities  and  destined 
to  the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Paul,  MN) 

MC  144364  (Sub-4F).  Filed  April  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  ART  BETZ,  P.O.  Box 
955,  South  Sioux  City,  NE  68776. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  P.O.  Box 
19251,  2100  Ten  Main  Center,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64141,  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C,  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Spencer  Foods.  Inc,, 
at  or  near  Schuyler  and  Fremont,  NE,  to 
points  in  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  145274  (Sub-2F).  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  SERVICEWAY 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  243, 
Alcoa,  TN  37701.  Representative:  John 
G.  Hardeman.  618  United  American 
Bank  Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37219.  To 
operate  as  a  cammon  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  containers  and 
container  ends,  and  (2)  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  the  facilities  of  National  Can 
Corporation,  at  Collierville,  TN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL.  AR.  GA.  KY.  LA.  MS.  NC.  and  SC. 
(Hearing  site:  Memphis.  TN,  or  Chicago. 
IL.) 

MC  145445  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  RITCHIE  L.  HOWE 
d.b.a.  HOWE  TRUCKING.  13650  S.W.  24 
St.,  Ft.  Lauderdale,  FL  33325. 
Representative:  (same  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  paper  and  paper  products, 
from  Mobile  AL.  to  points  in  Broward, 
Dade,  Duval,  Orange,  Palm  Beach  and 
Martin  Counties,  FL.  (Hearing  site:  Ft. 
Lauderdale,  FL.) 

MC  145595  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  18. 

1979.  Applicant:  WARREN  G. 

GORMLEY,  d.b.a.  GORMLEY 
TRUCKING.  1607  W.  Swan.  Springfield. 
MO  65807.  Representative:  Larry  D. 

Knox.  600  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  charcoal,  fireplace  logs, 
wood  chips,  and  lighter  fluid,  (except 
liquid  commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
accessories  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  from  Meta,  MO,  to  points  in  AZ. 
CA.  CO,  FL,  GA.  KS.  MS.  NE.  NM.  OK, 
OH.  SD,  TX.  and  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  145905  (Sub-IF),  filed  May  1. 1979. 
Applicant:  Z.  H.  HURT  ENTERPRISES. 
INC.  d.b.a.  MEX-CAL  TRUCKLINE.  P.O. 
Box  83,  Bonita,  CA  92009. 

Representative:  W^illiam  H.  Shawn,  1730 
M  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  commodities  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  between 
Los  Angeles  and  San  Diego,  CA,  and 
points  in  Imperial  County.  CA.  (Hearing 
site:  San  Diego  or  Los  Angeles.  CA.) 

MC  146095  (Sub-2F).  filed  April  18. 
1979.  Applicant:  McGEE-BALLENGER 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  851, 
Mauldin,  SC  29662.  Representative: 
Edwin  M.  Snyder,  22375  Haggerty  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  400,  Northfille,  MI  48167.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  floor  coverings,  from  the 
facilities  of  Dan  River  Mills,  Inc.,  at 
Greenville,  SC,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR. 
and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI),  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Dan  River 
Mills,  Inc.,  of  Greenville.  SC.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146225  (Sub-2F).  filed  May  1. 1979. 
Applicant:  BECKER  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  Box  217, 
Newton  Falls,  OH  44444.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  275  East  State  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  scrap 


metal,  in  dump  vehicles,  between 
Cleveland,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  WV  and  PA.  and  (2) 
slag,  in  dump  vehicles,  between 
Lordstown  and  Youngstown',  OH.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
WV.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  146764  (Sub-2F).  filed  April  16. 

1979.  Applicant:  S  &  T  TRUCKLOAD, 
INC.,  2527  NE  28th  St..  Fort  Worth.  TX 
76106.  Representative:  M.  Ward  Bailey. 
2412  Continental  Life  Bldg.,  Fort  Worth, 
TX  76102.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  plastic  articles,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
the  facilities  of  Thompson  Industries, 

Inc.,  at  (a)  Phoenix,  AZ,  (b)  Tinton  Falls. 
N],  (c)  Alexandria,  VA.  (d)  City  of 
Industry,  CA,  (e)  Des  Plaines,  IL.  (f) 

Forth  Worth,  TX,  (g)  Higginsville,  MO, 

(h)  Milford.  NH,  (i)  Monroeville  and  Mt. 
Sterling,  OH,  (j)  Renton,  WA.  (k) 
Sheveport,  LA.  and  (1)  Stone  Mountain, 
GA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Thompson  Industries,  Inc.,  of 
Phoenix,  AZ.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles. 
GA,  or  Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  146815  (Sub-lF).  filed  April  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROLAND  GIGUERE, 
d.b.a.  GIGUERE  &  SON,  Route  1.  Pownal 
Rd.,  Auburn,  ME  04210.  Representative: 

}.  Michael  May,  Suite  508, 1447 
Peachtree  St.,  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30309. 

To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  bakery  waste  materials, 
and  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk,  between 
the  facilities  of  International  Bakerage, 
Inc.,  at  Carteret,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT  and  ME, 
under  continuing  contract(s) 
International  Bakerage,  Inc.,  of  Atlanta, 
GA.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

MC  147314  (Sub-lF).  filed  May  1. 1979. 
Applicant:  GARFIELD 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  INC., 
1426  Glark  St.,  Montreal.  Quebec, 
Canada  H2X  2R3.  Representative:  Frank 
J.  Weiner,  15  Court  Square,  Boston,  MA 
02108.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  foreign  commerce 
only,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting 
(1)  general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  in  containers  or  trailers, 
having  a  prior  orjsubsequent  movement 
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by  water,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  in  NY  and 
VT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Weehawken,  NJ:  and  (2)  empty 
containers,  trailers,  and  trailer  chassis, 
from  Weehawken,  NJ,  to  ports  of  entry 
on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
in  NY  and  VT.  (Hearing  site:  Boston, 

MA,  or  Montpelier,  VT.) 

Passenger 

MC  105154  (Sub-12F).  filed  April  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  MOODY  TRANS.,  INC., 
d.b.a.  STAR  VALLEY-JACKSON 
STAGES,  P.O.  Box  715,  Rexburg,  ID 
83440.  Representative:  Timothy  R. 
Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boixe,  ID  83701.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  Idaho  Falls,  Rigby, 
Rexburg,  Sugar  City,  Teton  City, 

Tetonia,  and  Driggs,  ID,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other.  Grand  Targhee 
Ski  Area,  near  Alta,  WY,  Jackson  Ski 
Area,  near  Jackson,  WY,  and  Teton 
Village  Ski  Area,  near  Wilson,  WY. 
(Hearing  site:  Idaho  Falls,  ID.) 

Volume  No.  144 

Decided:  August  27, 1979. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2.  Members  Boyle,  Liberman,  and  Eaton. 

MC  217  (Sub-24F),  filed  March  29, 

1979.  Applicant:  POINT  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  5075  Navarre  Road,  S.W.,  P.O.  Box 
1441,  Station  C,  Canton,  OH  44708 
Representative:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  iron 
and  steel  articles,  (a)  between  points  in 
Bucks  and  Cambria  Counties,  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL, 
IN,  KY.  MI.  OH.  and  WV.  (b)  between 
points  in  Cuyahoga,  Lorain.  Mahoning, 
Stark,  and  Trumbull  Counties,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL,  IN,  KY.  MI.  PA,  and  WV.  (c) 
between  points  in  Allegheny  and 
Westmoreland  Counties,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN, 
KY,  MI,  OH.  and  WV,  (d)  between 
points  in  Cook  and  Will  Counties;  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  IN.  KY.  MI.  OH.  PA.  and  WV.  and  (e) 
between  points  in  Lake  County,  IN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in 
IL.  KY.  MO,  OH,  PA.  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 


MC  21866  (Sub-113F],  filed  April  2, 

1979.  Applicant:  WEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  740  S.  Reading  Avenue. 
Boyertown,  PA  19512.  Representative: 
Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn  Center 
Plaza,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  automotive  accessories, 
automotive  parts,  and  automotive 
supplies,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  installation  and 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  Wagner 
Electric  Corporation,  at  (a)  Boaz.  AL,  (b) 
Chicago,  IL,  (c)  Florence,  KY,  (d) 
Berkeley  and  Wellston,  MO,  and  (e) 
Black  Mountain.  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Washington.  DC,  or  Philadelphia, 
PA.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-154F),  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC.,  R. 
D.  #3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg,  PA 
17201.  Representative:  Christian  V.  Graf, 
407  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17101.  To  operation  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting,  canned  and  preserved 
foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.,  Division  of  Heinz  Company,  at 
or  near  a  Pittsburgh.  PA;  (b)  Holland, 

MI.  and  Fremont  and  Toledo,  OH.  to 
points  in  SC  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC  or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  28307  (Sub-25F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  FREDRICKSON 
MOTOR  EXPRESS  CORPORATION. 
P.O.  Box  21098.  Charlotte,  NC  28206. 
Representative:  Loy  J.  Foster  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  glass 
containers  and  fiberboard  containers, 
from  Midway,  NC.  to  Eden.  ,\C. 

(Hearing  site:  Winston  Salem,  or 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  29886  (Sub-364F).  filed  March  28. 
1979.  Applicant:  DALLAS  &  MAVIS 
FORWARDING  CO..  INC.,  4314  39th 
Avenue,  Kenosha,  WI  53142. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  trucks  and  truck 
chassis,  in  secondary  movements,  in 
driveaway  service,  and  (2)  parts  and 
equipment  for  the  commodities  named 


in  (1)  above,  from  Chesapeake  and 
Portsmouth,  VA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic 
manufactured  at  the  facilities  of  A.  B. 
Volvo.  (Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  35807  (Sub-96F).  filed  March  2. 
1979.  Applicant;  WELLS  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta,  GA  30302. 
Representative;  Steven  J.  Thatcher 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  coin, 
currency,  and  securities,  (a)  between 
Omaha,  NE,  and  points  in  NE,  and  (b) 
between  Kansas  City,  MO.  and  points  in 
MO,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
banks  and  banking  institutions.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  39167  (Sub-14F),  filed  April  3. 

1979.  Applicant:  C.  J.  ROGERS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation.  2947  Greenfield  Road. 
Melvindale,  Ml  48122.  Representative: 
Robert  D.  Schuler,  100  W.  Long  Lake 
Road,  Suite  102,  Bloomfield  Hills,  Ml 
48013.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  automobile 
transmissions,  automobile  transmission 
parts,  metal  containers,  and  metal 
racks,  (2)  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  and  (3)  iron  and  steel 
scrap,  between  points  in  Batavia 
Township.  OH.  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS.  OK.  and 
TX.  (Hearing  site:  Lansing,  or  Detroit. 
MI.) 

MC  42437  (Sub-907F),  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Drive,  Menlo 
Park,  CA  94025,  Representative:  V.  R. 
Oldenburg,  P.O.  Box  3062.  Portland,  OR 
97208.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  green  hides),  (1) 
between  Chattanooga,  TN.  and 
Nashville,  TN,  over  Interstate  Hwy  24, 

(2)  betweem  Nashville,  TN  and 
hlemphis,  TN,  over  Interstate  Hwy  40, 

(3)  between  Memphis,  TN,  and  Dallas, 
TX;  from  Memphis  over  Interstate  Hwy 
40  to  Little  Rock,  AR,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  30  to  Dallas,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  and  (4)  between 
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Dallas.  TX.  and  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
20  and  U.S.  Hwy  290,  over  Interstate 
Hwy  20.  serving  intermediate  points  in 

(1)  through  (4)  above,  as  alternate  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  carrier's  presently 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  indicates  intention  to 
tack  the  sought  rights  with  its  existing 
authorities. 

MC  52437  {Sub-3F).  filed  March  26. 

1979.  Applicant:  SHffPERS  SERVICE 
EXPRESS.  INC..  7200  Fly  Road.  P.O.  Box 
207,  East  Syracuse,  NY  13057. 
Representative:  Herbert  M.  Canter,  305 
Montgomery  Street,  SjTacuse,  NY  13202. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  frozen  foodstuffs,  and 

(2)  commodities  the  transportation  of 
w  hich  is  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  under  49  U.S.C. 

§  10526(a)(6)  (formerly  Section  203(b)(6) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act)  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  commodities  in  (1), 
above,  from  Syracuse,  NY,  to  points  in 
CT.  MA,  ME.  NH.  RI  and  VT.  (Hearing 
site:  Syracuse,  NY,  or  Washington  DC.) 

MC  55896  {Sub-114F).  filed  AprU  4. 

1979.  Applicant:  R-W  SERVICE 
SYS!  EM.  INC..  20225  Goddard  Road. 
Taylor.  MI  46180.  Representative: 

George  E.  Batty  (same  address  a 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  from  Chicago,  IL,  to 
the  facilities  of  Montgomery  Ward  & 

Co.,  at  or  near  Cincinnati.  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Cincinnati.  OH.) 

MC  60157  (Sub-30F).  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant:  C,  A.  WHITE 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
5327  N.  Central  Expressway,  Suite  310, 
Dallas,  TX  75205.  Representative: 
Bernard  H.  English,  6270  Firth  Road,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76116.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes  transporting  petroleum 
products  and  paints,  in  containers,  from 
the  facilities  of  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  at 
Beaumont  and  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in 
LA.  MS,  and  TX,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 

(Hearing  site:  Dallas  or  Ft  Worth,  TX.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-196F),  filed  March  29, 
1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
13447,  Roanoke,  VA  24034. 


Representative:  William  E.  Bain  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  animal 
feed,  and  animal  feed  ingredients. 

(except  commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  animal 
feed,  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Hutchinson,  KS.  to  points  in  AL  AR,  CT. 
DE.  FL  GA.  IL  LN.  KY.  LA.  ME,  MD. 

MA.  MI.  MS.  MO,  NJ,  NH.  NY.  NC  OR 
OK.  PA.  RI,  SC.  TN.  TX.  VT.  VA.  WV. 
and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Roanoke.  VA.  or 
Los  Angeles.  CA.) 

MC  69116  (Sub-230F),  filed  April  4. 

1979.  Applicant:  SECTOR 
INDUSTRIES.  INC..  d.b.a.  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  1050  Kingery 
Highway,  Bensenville.  IL  60108. 
Representative:  Joel  H.  Steiner,  39  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Suite  600,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  Medina.  NT,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  the  carrier's 
otherwise  authorized  regular  route 
operations.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-275F),  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant  AND^SON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  LNC.,  203  Cooper 
Avenue  North,  St  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  Robert  D.  Cisvold.  1000 
First  National  Bank,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
the  facilities  of  Armco,  Inc.  at  Ashland. 
KY,  to  points  in  MN  and  lA.  (Hearing 
site:  Cincinnati  OH  or  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  100666  (Sub-452),  filed  March  26. 
1979.  Applicant  MELTON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  7666,  Shreveport. 
LA  71107.  Representative:  Wilburn  L 
Williamson,  Suite  615-East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
agricultural  construction  and  industrial 
equipment,  and,  (2)  such  merchandise  as 
is  dealt  in  or  used  by  lawn  care,  garden 
care  and  leisure  product  dealers,  from 
the  facilities  of  Allis-Chalmers 
Corporation  at  or  near  (a)  Port 
Washington  and  Milwaukee.  WI  and  (b) 
LaPorte,  IN.  to  points  in  AL  AR,  FL  GA, 
IL  LN.  KY.  LA.  ML  MS.  NM.  NC  OR 


OK.  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WL) 

MC  100666  (Sub-455F),  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant  MELTON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666.  Shreveport. 
LA  71107.  Representative:  Wilburn  L 
Williamson,  Suite  615-East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
intel-state  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  lumber. 
from  the  facilities  of  E.  L.  Bruce 
Hardwood  Flooring  Company  at 
Nashville,  TN,  to  points  in  IL  IN.  lA, 

MN,  VA,  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  102567  (Sub-222F).  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  4295  Meadow  Lane,  P.O.  Drawer 
5357,  Bossier  City,  LA  71111. 
Representative:  Joe  C.  Day,  13403 
Northwest  Fwy.,  Suite  130,  Houston.  TX 
77040.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  liquid  plastic  resins,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  facilities 
of  Chemetics  Systems,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Monticello,  AR,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
glycols,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 

Houston,  TX.) 

MC  102616  (Sub-990F).  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  COASTAL  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  250  North  Cleveland- 
Massillon  Road,  Akron,  OH  44313. 
Representative:  David  F.  McAllister 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  methanol 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Circleville,  OH.  to  Old  Hickory,  TN  and 
Cape  Fear,  NC.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.  or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  104896  (Sub-56F).  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  WOMELDORF,  INC, 
P.O.  Box  G,  Knox.  PA  16232. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson. 
1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg.. 
Philadelphia.  PA  19107.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
containers  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  between  those  points 
.in  the  United  States  and  east  of  MN,  LA. 

MO,  AR,  and  LA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Brockway 
Glass  Company,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  108587  (Sub-26F).  filed  March  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  SCHUSTER  EXPRESS. 
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INC.,  48  Norwich  Ave.,  Colchester,  CT 
06415.  Representative:  S.  Harrison  Kahn, 
Suite,  733  Investment  Bldg.,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting  general  commodities, 

(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  ME,  NH,  and  VT.  NOTE: 
Applicant  intends  to  tack  this  authority 
with  its  authority  presently  held  to  serve 
points  in  MA  over  regular  and  irregular 
routes.  Applicant  now  holds  such 
authority  in  No.  MC-108507  and  Sub. 

Nos.  12  and  25  to  provide  service 
between  points  in  MA,  CT,  a  portion  of 
Rl,  the  lower  tier  of  NY  (including  New 
York  City),  NJ,  the  eastern  portion  of  PA, 
portions  of  DE,  MD,  and  DC  (including 
the  commercial  zone  of  Washington. 

DC).  (Hearing  site:  Hartford,  CT,  or 
Boston,  MA.) 

MC  109026  (Sub-21F),  filed  March  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  MANNING  MOTOR 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  685,  Glasgow, 
KY  37215.  Representative:  Walter 
Harwood,  P.O.  Box  15214,  Nashville,  KY 
37215.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  electric  motor  parts, 
between  the  facilities  of  General  Electric 
Co.,  at  or  near  Scottsville,  KY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
facilities  of  (a)  General  Electric  Co.,  at 
or  near  Tyler,  TX,  and  (b)  Sunstrand 
Compressor,  at  or  near  Bristol,  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY  or 
Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  109847  (Sub-29F),  filed  April  4, 
1979,  Applicant:  BOSS-LINCO  LINES, 
INC.,  3903  Genesee  Street, 

Cheektowaga,  NY  14225.  Representative: 
Harold  G.  Hernly,  Jr.,  110  South 
Columbus  Street,  Alexandria,  VA  22314. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between 
Binghamton  and  Albany,  NY,  over  NY 
Hwy  7,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
Oneonta,  NY,  and  the  off-route  point  of 
Amsterdam,  NY.  NOTE:  Applicant 
indicates  intention  to  tack  this  authority 
with  its  existing  rights  at  Binghamton, 
Amsterdam,  and  Albany,  NY,  to  serve 
points  in  WV,  VA,  PA,  NJ,  MD,  OH,  VA, 


NY,  and  New  England.  (Hearing  site: 
Albany  or  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  111936  (Sub-16F),  filed  March  29, 
1979.  Applicant:  MURROW’s 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4095,  High 
Point,  NC  27263.  Representative:  George 
W.  Clapp,  P.O.  Box  836,  Taylors,  SC 
29687.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  new  furniture,  from  the 
facilities  of  Davis  Cabinet  Company  at 
or  near  Nashville,  TN,  to  points  in  AL, 

FL,  GA,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  PA,  SC,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  112617  (Sub-424F).  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  1292  Fern 
Valley  Road,  P.O.  Box  21395,  Louisville, 
KY  40221.  Representative:  Charles  R. 
Dunford  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  petroleum,  petroleum 
products,  and  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
between  the  facilities  of  Ashland  Oil, 

Inc.  located  in  (a)  Boyd  County,  KY,  (b) 
Lawrence  County,  OH,  and  (c)  Wayne 
County,  WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR 
and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY  or 
Washington,  DC). 

MC  114457  (Sub-491F),  filed  March  19. 
1979,  and  previously  published  in  the  FR 
issue  of  July  27, 1979.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St,  Paul,  MN 
55114.  Representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(jame  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  paper 
and  paper  products,  (2)  plastic  articles, 
and  (3)  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufaucture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment)  between  the  facilities  of  Fort 
Howard  Paper  Company  at  or  near 
Green  Bay,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI.  WA.  OR.  ID.  AZ,  CA. 
NV,  UT,  NM,  and  WI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  above-named  facilities  of 
Fort  Howard  Paper  Company.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC). 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  amend  the  commodity  description 

MC  114457  (Sub-497F),  filed  April  4, 
1979.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  2102 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul.  MN  55114. 


Representative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  2108, 

Chicago,  IL  60602.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  mdtor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  metal 
container  caps  and  enclosures,  from 
Milwaukee,  WI,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY, 

CO,  and  NM.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia. 
PA,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-496F),  filed  March  30. 
1979.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  2102 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN  55114. 
Representative:  James  H.  Wills  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts, 
articles,  distributed  by  meat-packing 
houses,  and  such  commodities  as  are 
used  by  meat  packers  in  the  conduct  of 
their  business  when  destined  to  and  for 
use  by  meat  packers,  as  described  in 
sections  A,  C,  and  D  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  of  Lauridsen 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Britt,  lA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
CT.  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  ME,  MD. 

MA.  MI,  MN.  MO.  NE,  NJ,  NH.  NY.  NC. 
ND.  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC.  SD.  TN.  VT,  VA. 
WV,  WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Phoenix. 
AZ,  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

Volume  No.  145 

Decided:  August  24, 1979. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier,  and  Hill. 

MC  117686  (Sub-253F).  filed  March  29, 
1979.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City, 
lA  51102.  Representative:  Robert  A. 
Wichser  (same  addresss  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  used  by  meat 
packers  in  the  conduct  of  their  business 
when  destined  to  and  for  use  by  meat 
packers,  as  described  in  sections  A,  C. 
and  D  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  of  Lauridsen 
Foods,  Inc.  at  or  near  Britt,  lA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL.  AR,  AZ.  CA.  CO,  FL.  GA,  ID,  lA,  KS. 
KY,  LA,  MN,  MO,  MS,  MT,  NE.  NC.  ND. 
NM,  NV,  OK.  OR.  SC.  SD.  TN.  TX.  UT. 
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WA.  WI.  and  WY,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Lauridsen 
Foods,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis, 
MN,  or  Des  Moines,  lA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  117686  (Sub-254F),  filed  March  30. 
1979.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR 
LLNiES,  INC..  P.O.  Box  417.  Sioux  City, 

LA  51102.  Representative:  Robert  A. 
VVichser  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  cloth  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  goods  produced  from 
cloth,  in  mixed  loads  with  cloth,  from 
points  in  AL  (except  Eufaula,  Lanett, 
Opelika  and  Sylacauga).  AR  (except 
Osceola),  GA  (except  Atlanta,  Augusta, 
Columbus,  Decatur,  Lindale,  and  Trion). 
KY  (except  Lawrenceburg  and 
Louisville),  MS  (except  Stonewall),  NC 
(except  Erwin.  Greensboro.  Haw  River, 
Mount  Holly,  Salisbury  and  Yadkin).  SC 
(except  Graniteville.  Greenville, 
Orangeburg,  Rock  Hill,  and  Ware 
Shoals).  TN  (except  Centerville, 
Knoxville.  Nashville,  Memphis  and 
Osceola)  and  TX  (except  Brenham  and 
New  Braunfels)  to  Le  Mars,  Sheldon, 
Sioux  City,  Spencer  and  Storm  Lake.  lA. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  opertions  are  involved. 

MC  117686  (Sub-255F).  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City, 
lA  51102.  Representative:  George  L. 
Hirschback  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  heating  and  cooling  units. 
from  Los  Angeles.  CA,  to  points  in  AZ. 
CO.  lA.  KS.  MN.  MO.  NE,  OK  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles  or  San 
Francisco.  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  are  involved. 

MC  118696  (Sub-20F).  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant*  FERREE  FURNITURE 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  252  Wildwood  Road, 
Hammond,  IN  46324.  Representative: 
Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  LaSalle  Street. 
Chicago.  IL  60603.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  new 
furniture,  from  points  in  IN,  MI,  and  OH. 
to  Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  119176  (Sub-23F).  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  SQUAW 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
P.O.  Box  9368,  Tulsa.  OK  74107. 
Representative:  Clayte  Binion,  1108 


Continental  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth, 

TX  76102.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  hydraulic  cylinders. 
from  Willits,  CA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
hydraulic  cylinders,  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  San  Francisco, 
CA.) 

MC  119176  (Sub-24F).  filed  April  1, 

1979.  Applicant:  THE  SQUAW 
TRANSIT  COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  9368, 
Tulsa,  OK  74107.  Representative:  Clayte 
Binion,  1108  Continental  Life  Building, 
Fort  Worth,  TX  76102.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  tubing 
from  points  in  Milwaukee  County.  WL 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1).  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  D.C.) 

MC  119656  (Sub-56F).  filed  March  28. 
1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  EXPRESS. 

INC.,  219  Main  Street.  W'inamac,  IN 
46996.  Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis.  IN  46240. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  bouses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  buik),  from  the  facilities 
of  Wilson  Foods  Corp.  at  LogansporL 
IN,  to  Plainfield  and  points  in  Cook 
County,  IL,  and  points  in  OH,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX,  or  Kansas 
City.  MO.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-362F),  filed  March  28. 
1979.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULER.  INC.,  Highway  85— East. 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst  P.O.  Box  Drawer  L, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (l)(a)  pipe, 
pipe  fittings  and  pipe  accessories,  and 
(b)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  inst^lation  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (l)(a)  above, 
from  Henderson,  KY,  to  those  points  in 
the  United  Staes  in  and  east  of  MT.  WY, 


CO,  and  NM,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 

Louisville.  KY,  or  Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-363F).  fUed  March  28, 
1979.  Applicant:  UGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULER.  INC.,  Highway  85— East. 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer  L, 
Madisonville.  KY  42431.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  ^stribution  of  (a)  self- 
propelled  articles,  and  (b)  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  for  self- 
propelled  articles,  from  points  in  AL, 

AR.  FL.  GA.  IL.  IN.  lA.  KS.  LA  MD.  ML 
MS.  MO.  NC.  OH.  OK.  PA,  SG  TN.  TX. 
VT,  WI,  and  WV,  to  the  facilities  of 
FMC  Corporation,  Crane  and  Excavator 
Division,  at  Lexington.  KY.  (Hearing  site: 
Louisville,  KY.  or  Nashville.  TN.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-364F).  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  UGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULER.  INC.,  Highway  85— East. 
Madisonville.  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer  L. 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interestate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
paneling,  board,  and  molding,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  connection  with  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  commodities  described  in 
(1)  above,  betweeft  the  facilities  of  Pan- 
American  Gyro-Tex  Company  at  or  near 
Jasper  and  Jacksonville,  FL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND.  SD, 
NE.  CO,  NM  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Jacksonville  or  Miami.  FL). 

MC  119777  (Sub-365F),  filed  .April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  LIGON  SraCIAUZED 
HAULER,  INC.,  Highway  8B-EasL  P.O. 
Drawer  L,  Madisonville.  KY  42431. 
Representative:  Carl  U.  H'orst  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  Pine  Bluff,  AR. 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture,  or  distribution 
of  commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Little  Rock,  AR  or  Memphis.  TN.) 

MC  120427  (Sub-27F).  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  WILLIAMS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  2128  E.  Highway  30. 
Grand  Island,  NE  68801.  Representative: 
Keimeth  F.  Dudley.  P.O.  Box  279, 611 
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Church  Street,  Ottumwa,  lA  52501.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting,  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  article  distributed 
by  meat-packing  houses  as  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  1  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Fremont  and  Schuyler,  NE,  to 
points  in  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE 
or  Chicago,  IL). 

MC  120646  (Sub-27F),  filed  April  4, 

1979.  Applicant:  BRADLEY  FREIGHT 
LINES.  INC.,  35  Garfield  Street, 

Asheville,  NC  28803.  Representative: 
Henr>-  E.  Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg, 
425  13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  new  furniture,  and  (2) 
such  commodities  as  are  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  new  furniture,  between 
the  facilities  of  Drexel  Heritage 
Furnishings  at  or  near  Drexel,  Marion, 
Morganton,  Hildebran,  Shelby, 
Mocksville,  High  Point,  Black  Mountain, 
Asheville,  and  Whittier,  NC,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR.  DE.  FL,  CA.  lA.  KS,  LA.  MD.  MN. 
MS.  NC.  NE,  NJ,  OK,  SC.  TN,  TX.  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Asheville,  NC.) 

MC  121626  (Sub-14F),  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant;  BAYVIEW  TRUCKING. 
INC..  70M  Florin-Perkins  Road, 
Sacrameto,  CA  95828.  Representative: 
Ann  M.  Pougiales,  100  Bush  St,  21st 
Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94104.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
(except  commodites  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Seneca  Foods  Corporation  at 
Prosser,  WA,  to  points  in  CA.  (Hearing 
site:  Portland.  OR,  or  San  Francisco, 

CA.) 

MC  121626  (Sub-15F),  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant;  BAYVIEW  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  7080  Florin-Perkins  Road, 
Sacramento,  CA  95828.  Representative: 
Ann  M.  Pougiales,  100  Bush  St.,  21st 
Floor.  San  Francisco,  CA  94104.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  inedible  meats,  inedible 
meat  products,  emd  inedible  meat 
byproducts,  from  the  facilities  of 
Consolidated  Pet  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Amarillo,  TX.  to  the  facilities  of  Kal  Kan 
Foods.  Inc.,  at  or  near  Vernon,  CA, 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 


MC  123126  (Sub-5F),  filed  March  29, 
1979.  Applicant:  FRANKLIN  BUS 
SERVICE.  INC.,  309  Roosevelt  Street. 
Franklin,  VA  23851.  Representative: 
Lawrence  E.  Lindeman,  1032 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
‘with  passengers,  in  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Suffolk,  VA, 
and  points  in  Brunswick,  Greensville, 

Isle  of  Wight.  Southampton.  Surry, 
Sussex,  Mecklenburg,  and  Lunenburg 
Counties,  VA.  and  Hertford  and  Cates 
Counties.  NC,  and  extending  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
MN.  lA,  KS.  OK.  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Emporia,  VA.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-566F),  filed  March  28. 
1979.  Applicant;  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC..  Sawyer  Center.  Rt. 

1,  Chesterton.  IN  46304.  Representative: 
H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  agricultural  machinery 
and  agricultural  implements,  and  (2) 
parts  and  attachments  for  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
the  facilities  of  Allis-Chalmers  at 
LaPorte,  IN.  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124306  (Sub-57F).  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant:  KENAN  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2729,  Chapel 
Hill,  NC  27514.  Representative:  Richard 
A.  Mehley.  1000  16th  Street.  N.W., 
Washington.  DC  20036.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  dimethyl 
terephthalate,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  facilities  of  E.I.  DuPont  at  Old 
Hickory,  TN.  to  points  in  IN  and  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Wilmington.  DE.  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  124997  (Sub-4F).  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  R.  F.  TRUESDELL  CO.. 
6515  Anno  Avenue,  Orlando,  FL  32809. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta.  CA  .30301.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  paper 
■  and  paper  products,  from  Krannert  and 
Mead,  GA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  DE,  FL. 
GA.  IL.  IN.  KS.  KY.  LA.  MD.  MI.  MO. 
MS.  NC.  N).  NY,  OH,  OK.  PA.  SC.  TN. 
TX.  VA,  WI  and  WV,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above, 
(except  in  bulk)  in  the  reverse  direction. 


under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Mead  Corporation  of  Dayton.  OH  and 
Ceorgia  Kraft  Co.,  of  Rome,  GA, 

(Hearing  site:  Atlanta.  GA.) 

MC  125777  (Sub-241F).  filed  March  26. 
1979.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  4600  E.  15th  Ave., 
Gary.  IN  46403.  Representative:  Allan  C. 
Zuckerman,  39  S.  LaSalle  St..  Chicago.  IL 
60603.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  cullet,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  between  points  in  IL  CA.  CO. 
CT.  FL.  GA.  IN.  KS.  LA.  MA.  MI.  MN. 

MS.  MO.  NJ,  NY.  NC.  OH.  OK.  OR.  PA. 
TN,  TX,  VA,  and  WV,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  128246  (Sub-39F).  filed  March  5. 
1979,  and  previously  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  July  16, 1979. 
Applicant:  SOUTHWEST  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  AD. 
Watsonville,  CA  95076.  Representative: 
William  F.  King,  Suite  400,  Overlook 
Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia  Road.  Alexandria, 
VA  22312.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses,  and 
(2)  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk)  used  in  the  conduct  of 
such  business,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the 
facilities  of  Kraft,  Inc.  at  or  near  Los 
Angeles  and  Ontario,  CA,  to  points  in 
AZ,  CO.  ID.  MT.  NV.  NM.  OR.  UT.  WA 
and  WY,  under  a  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Kraft,  Inc.  of  Chicago,  IL  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles,  CA  or  Phoenix.  AZ.) 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  indicate  NM  as  the  destination  point  in  lieu 
of  MN. 

MC  128746  (Sub-49F).  filed  April  4. 
1979.  Applicant:  D’AGATA  NATIONAL 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
3240  South  61st  Street.  Philadelphia,  PA 
19153.  Representative:  Edward  J.  Kiley, 
1730  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  malt  beverages,  in 
containers,  from  the  Falstaff  Brewery  at 
or  near  Cranston,  RI,  to  points  in  NY.  NJ. 
PA.  DE,  MD.  VA,  and  DC,  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  133526  (Sub-3F).  filed  April  2. 

1979.  Applicant:  DICKSON'S 
TRANSPORT  AND  COACH  LINES 
(NAPANEE)  UMITED,  293  Dundas 
Street,  West,  Napanee,  Ontario.  Canada 
K7R  2B4.  Representative:  Hebert  M. 
Canter,  305  Montgomery  Street 
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Syracuse,  NY  13202.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  {l)(a) 
fabricated  steel  and  fabricated  steel 
machinery,  and  (b)  components,  for  the 
commodities  named  in  (l)(a)  above,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  parts  for 
kbricated  steel  machinery,  from  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
at  points  in  NY,  MI,  and  MN.  to  points  in 
IL,  IN.  MD.  MI,  MN,  NJ.  NY,  NC.  OH. 

PA.  SC,  VA,  and  WV,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  in 
foreign  commerce  (Hearing  site: 

Syracuse,  NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  134286  (Sub-lOlF),  filed  April  4, 
1979.  Applicant:  ILLINI  EXPRESS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux  City,  lA  51102. 
Representative:  Julie  Humbert  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  chemicals, 
acids,  solvents,  and  edible  oils,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  (a)  Allied  Chemical  at  or 
near  Syracuse,  NY,  (b)  Dow  Chemical  at 
or  near  Ludington,  MI,  (c)  Burris 
Chemical  at  or  near  East  Point,  GA,  (d) 
North  Star  Chemical  at  or  near  Pine 
Bend,  MN,  and  (e)  Standard  Milling  at  or 
near  Meta,  MO,  to  the  facilities  of 
Warren-Douglas  Chemical  Company  at 
or  near  Sioux  City,  lA,  and  Omaha,  NE. 
(Hearing  site:  Sioux  City,  lA,  or  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  136246  (Sub-23F)..filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  GEORGE  BROS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  492,  Sutton,  NE  68979. 
Representative:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren, 
Suite  106,  7101  Mercy  Road,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Midwest  Steel,  Division  of  National 
Steel  Corporation,  at  Portage,  IN,  to 
points  in  lA,  KS  and  NE.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago.  IL  or  Omaha,  NE.) 

Note. — Duel  operations  are  involved. 

Volume  No.  146 

Decided:  August  24, 1979 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1.  Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones. 

MC  138157  (Sub-131F).  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga.  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  resin 


compound  and  acrylic  plastic  pellets, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Compton,  CA,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138157  (Sub-132F).  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  wheels  and 
parts  for  wheels,  from  the  facilities  of 
Cragar  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Compton,  CA, 
to  those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  ND.  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK.  and 
TX.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139577  (Sub-35F).  filed  April  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  ADAMS  TRANSIT, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  338,  Friesland,  WI  53935. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
.E.  Gilman  St..  Madison.  WI  53703.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  foodstuffs,  from  Ripon, 
WI,  to  those  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and 
TX,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  foodstuffs,  in  the  reverse 
direction,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Oshkosh,  or 
Madison,  WI.) 

MC  141426  (Sub-21F).  filed  April  4. 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  a  corporation,  Millville,  NJ  08332. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building.  666  Eleventh 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
products,  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the-manufacture  of  paper, 

(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Scott  Paper  Company  at 
points  in  PA.  to  points  in  MA,  OH,  NY, 
CT,  RI.  VT,  ME,  NH.  NJ.  DE.  MD,  MI, 
and  DC,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Scott  Paper  Company  of 
Philadelphia,  PA.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York.  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  143267  (Sub-61F).  filed  March  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  4588  State  Route 
82,  Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative: 


Neal  A.  Jackson,  1155  15th  Street,  N.W„ 
Washington.  DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  brick,  from 
the  facilities  of  Streator  Brick  Systems, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Streator,  IL,  to  points  in 
IN,  MI,  MO,  OH  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Cleveland,  OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-62F),  filed  March  30. 
1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  4588  State  Route 
82,  P.O.  Box  520,  Mantua,  OH  44255. 
Representative:  Neal  A.  Jackson,  1155 
15th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  roofing,  building  and 
insulating  materials,  and  (2)  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  insulation  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  the  facilities  of  GAF  Corporation 
(1)  at  or  near  Joliet.  IL,  to  points  in  lA, 
MI,  and  OH,  and  (2)  at  or  near 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  points  in  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Cleveland.  OH  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143696  (Sub-15F).  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
INDUSTRIAL  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  P.O,  Box  1416,  Henderson,  TX 
75652.  Representative:  Hugh  T. 
Matthews,  2340  Fidelity  Union  Tower, 
Dallas,  TX  75201.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  metal 
castings,  and  machined  metal 
forgings,[2)  machinery,  and  (3)  vehicle 
parts  and  vehicle  accessories,  between 
points  in  Dallas  and  Rockwall  Counties, 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Prior  Products,  Inc.,  of  Dallas,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  144127  (Sub-2F).  filed  April  4. 
1979.  Applicant:  R  &  A  TRUCKING  CO., 
a  corporation,  7929  San  Leandro  Street. 
Oakland,  CA  94621.  Representative: 
Eldon  M.  Johnson.  650  California  Street, 
Suite  2808,  San  Francisco,  CA  94108.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  pig  iron,  from  Oakland  , 
CA,  to  points  in  OR,  and  WA.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Miller  and 
Company  of  Torrance,  CA.  (Hearing 
site:  San  Francisco  or  Oakland,  CA.) 

MC  144247  (Sub-5F),  filed  March  30. 
1979.  Applicant:  DOWNEY 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  31706  Coast 
Highway,  South  Laguna,  CA  92647. 
Representative:  Donald  J.  Quinn,  Suite 
900, 1012  Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64105.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
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by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  are  as 
dealt  in  by  grocery  stores,  from  Chicago 
and  Momence.  IL,  Kansas  City,  KS, 
Cincinnati,  OH.  and  Jackson,  TN,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA.  CO,  ID,  OR,  UT  and 
WA.  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
The  Procter  &  Gamble  Distributing 
Company,  of  Cincinnati,  OH.  (Hearing 
site;  Cincinnati.  OH  or  New  York  City. 
NY.) 

MC  144557  (Sub-lOF).  filed  April  4. 
1979.  Applicant:  HUDSON 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
847,  Troy.  AL  36081.  Representative; 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N. 
Washington  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Artingtoru  VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  sugar 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Godchaux-Henderson  Sugar  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Reserve  and  Kenner,  LA,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  lA,  IN,  KS. 
KY.  MI,  MS,  MO.  NC.  NE.  OH.  OK.  SC. 
TN,  TX.  VA.  WI.  and  WV.  (Hearing  site; 
New  Orleans.  LA). 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  144827  (Sub-26F).  filed  March  26. 
1979.  Applicant  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  ING.,  2877  Farrisview, 
Memphis.  TN  38118.  Representative;  R. 
Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  North 
Main  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38108.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  automotive  wreckers 
and  towing  equipment,  and  (2)  parts  for 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  Newborn,  TN,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta.  GA,  or  Memphis. 
TN.) 

MC  144927  (Sub-18F).  filed  April  4. 
1979.  Applicant:  REMINGTON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  Box  315.  U.S.  24 
West  Remington,  IN  47977. 
Representative:  Warren  Co,  Moberly, 
320  North  Meridian  Street  #777, 
Indianapolis.  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  malt 
beverages,  (1)  from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to 
Columbus.  OH,  Chicago.  IL,  and  points 
in  CT.  DE.  MA.  NH.  NJ.  NY.  PA.  RI.  and 
VT,  (2)  from  Columbus,  OH,  tq  Chicago. 
IL.  and  points  in  CT,  DE.  MA,  MO,  NH. 
N).  PA.  RI.  NY.  and  VT.  and  (3)  from 
Newark.  NJ.  to  points  in  LA.  IL,  IN,  KY, 
MI.  MO,  NY.  OH.  PA.  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Indianapolis.  IN,  or  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  145276  {Sub-5F),  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant:  MINNESOTA 


EXPRESS.  INC.,  2400  Trott  Ave.  S.W.. 
P.O.  Box  427,  Willmar,  MN  56201. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr„ 
Suite  329,  4601  Excelsior  Blvd., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55416.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  film 
and  (2)  theater  supplies  when  moving  in 
mixed  shipments  with  film,  between 
Minneapolis  MN.  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  SD.  (Hearing  site: 
Sioux  Falls,  SD.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  145577  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  4, 

1979.  Applicant:  GULLETT-GOULD, 
LTD.,  P.O.  Box  406,  Union  City.  IN  47390. 
Representative:  Jerry  B.  Sellman,  50 
West  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH 
43215.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce.'over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  dry  animal  feed  from 
Dayton  and  Lewisburg.  OH,  to  points  in 
CA,  AZ.  NV.  OR.  WA.  ID.  and  MT. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OIL  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

MC  145676  (Sub-3F).  filed  March  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  BREITWEISFJt 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  R.R.  #1.  Dow.  IL 
62022.  Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley, 
300  Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  IL  62701. 

To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  carbonated  beverages  and 
flavored  syrups,  (a)  from  Granite  City. 

IL.  to  points  in  AR,  IN.  KS,  KY,  MO,  and 
TN.  and  (b)  from  Lenexa,  KS  and 
Memphis.  TN.  to  Granite  City,  IL.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Shasta 
Beverages,  a  Div.  of  Consolidated  Foods 
Company,  of  Hayward.  CA.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  145976  (Sub-2F).  filed  March  30. 
1979.  Applicant:  C  &  Y  LEASING 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  9426,  Casper, 
WY  82609.  Representative:  Edward  A. 
O’Donnell,  1004-29th  Street,  Sioux  City. 
lA  51104.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies,  and  facilities  used 
in,  or  incidental  to,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacture, 
processing,  storage,  transmission  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas,  petroleum, 
petroleum  products,  petroleum 
byproducts,  electrical  energy,  ore,  coal, 
and  geothermal  and  nuclear  resources, 
(except  drilling  rigs),  between  points  in 
CO,  ID.  MT.  NE.  NV.  NM.  ND,  SD.  WY. 
and  UT.  (Hearing  site:  Casper,  WY,  or 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC  146176  (Sub-6FJ,  filed  April  2. 

1979.  Applicant;  J  &  L  TRANSPORT. 


INC.,  Route  1-Box  306,  Almoad.  WI 
54909.  Representative:  Wayne  W. 

Wilson,  150  E,  Gilman  Street  Madison, 
WI  53703.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
manufactured,  processed,  sold,  used, 
distributed  or  dealt  in  by  manufacturers, 
converters,  and  printers  of  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Portage  and  Wood 
Counties,  WI,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO. 
ID.  MT.  NM.  NV.  OR.  UT.  WA  and  WY. 
(Hearing  site;  Madison  or  Stevens  Point 
WT.) 

MC  146187  (Sub-6F).  filed  April  2. 

1979.  Applicant:  THE  TEN  WHEELERS. 
INC.,  Route  2,  Gregory  Road. 

Greenback,  TN  37742.  Representative: 
Edward  C.  Blank,  II,  P.O.  Box  1004. 
Columbia,  TN  38401.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  wood  and 
aluminum  stepladders,  from  the 
facilities  of  the  Davidson  Manufacturing 
Corp.  at  Nashville,  TN,  to  points  in  AL. 
AR.  FL.  GA.  IL.  IN,  KY.  LA.  MD.  MS. 
MO.  NC.  OH.  PA.  SC.  TX,  VA  and  WV, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Nashville,  TN  or 
Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  146187  (Sub-llF),  filed  April  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  TEN  WHEELERS. 
INC.,  Rt.  2,  Gregory  Road,  Greenback, 
TN  37742.  Representative:  Edward  C. 
Blank,  II,  P.O.  Box  1004,  805  South 
Garden  St..  Columbia.  TN  38401.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (a)  electroless  nickel 
plating  solution  and  (b)  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (b)  above,  from  the 
facilities  of  Elnic  of  I'ennessee,  Inc.,  of 
Nashville,  TN,  to  points  in  IL.  lA,  LA. 
MN.  NV.  NY.  OK.  RI  and  TX.  and  (2) 
from  Rochester.  NY.  and  Chicago.  IL.  to 
the  facilities  of  Elnic  of  Tennessee.  Inc., 
of  Nashville,  TN,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Nashville  or  Knoxville,  TN.) 

MC  146187  (Sub-5F).  filed  April  3. 
1979.  Applicant;  THE  TEN  WHEELFRS, 
INC.,  Route  2,  Gregory  Road. 

Greenback,  TN  37742.  Representative: 
Edward  C.  Blank,  II.  P.O.  Box  1004, 
Columbia,  TN  38401.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  dry 
cleaning  and  laundry  equipment  and 
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materials  and  supplies  for  dry  cleaning 
and  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  which  by  reason  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  and  (2)  parts  for  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  their 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special], 
from  the  facilities  of  W.  M.  Cissell 
Manufacturing  Company  at  (a) 

Louisville.  KY.  and  (b)  Cincinnati,  OH, 
to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  FL,  GA,  NV,  NM, 
OR.  TX,  UT  and  WA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above  named  origins  and  destined  to 
the  indicated  destination.  (Hearing  site: 
.Nashville.  TN  or  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  146336  (Sub-4F).  filed  March  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS,  INC., 
902  Avenue  N,  Grand  Prairie,  TX  75050. 
Representative:  E.  Larry  Wells,  P.O.  Box 
45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
uncrated  xerax  capying  machines  and 
word  processing  machines,  and  (2) 
materials,  supplies,  and  parts  used  in 
the  manufacture,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  El  Paso,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  NM,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Xerox  Corporation  of  Arlington,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  146947  (Sub-lF),  filed  March  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  COMMODITY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Representative; 
Donald  W.  Smith  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  scrap  metal  in  dump 
vehicles,  between  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA, 
KY.  MD.  MI,  MN.  MO,  NE.  OH.  PA.  TN. 
WV,  and  WI,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  A.  Borinstein,  Inc.  of 
Indianapolis,  IN.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  1471 37F.  filed  March  29, 1979. 
Applicant:  BARNETS  MILL  ELEVATOR. 
INC.,  1619  Barnets  Mill  Road,  Camden, 
OH  45311.  Representative:  David  A. 
Turano,  100  East  Broad  Street, 

Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  soybean 
meal,  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of 
Cargill,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Sidney,  OH,  to 
those  points  in  the  United  States  north 
and  east  of  WI.  IL.  KY.  TN,  and  NC. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  147907F.  filed  March  7. 1979. 
Applicant:  WHITE’S  GARAGE.  INC.,  39 


Felton  Street,  Waltham.  MA  02154. 
Representative:  John  F.  O'Donnell,  P.O. 
Box  238,  Miltoq,  MA  02187.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  used  motor 
vehicles  (except  in  driveaway  service), 
between  points  in  Worcester, 

Middlesex,  Essex,  Suffolk,  Norfolk, 
Plymouth,  and  Bristol  Counties,  MA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA.) 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

ira  Doc.  79-28163  Filed  9-16-79:  8:45  am| 

BILtING  CODE  703S-01-M 

[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Volume 
No.  148] 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided.  August  24, 1979. 

The  following  applications  filed  on  or 
before  February  28, 1979,  are  governed 
by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.247). 

For  applications  filed  before  March  1, 
1979,  these  rules  provide,  among  other 
things,  that  a  protest  to  the  granting  of 
an  application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  to  file  a  protest,  within  30  days, 
will  be  considered  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  to  the  application.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
Rule  247(e)(3)  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  contain  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding, 
(as  specifically  noted  below],  and  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  A  protestant  should 
include  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions  of 
its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describe  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed. 

ftotests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  upon  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 


shall  include  the  certification  required  in 
that  section. 

On  cases  filed  on  or  after  March  1. 

1979,  petitions  for  intervention  either 
with  or  without  leave  are  appropriate. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as  an 
issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems]  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  and 
that  each  contract  carrier  applicant 
qualifies  as  a  contract  carrier  and  its 
proposed  contract  carrier  service  will  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C, 

§  10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit.  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  the  service 
proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted  this  decision  is  neither 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  a  major  regulatory 
action  under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 

§  10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  conditions  as  it 
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finds  necessary  to  insure  that 
applicant’s  operations  shall  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  §  10930(a) 
[formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  on  or  before  October  11, 
1979  (or,  if  the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 
To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought- 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3  Members  Parker,  Fortier,  and  Hill. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  41406  (Sub-121F),  Filed  February 
28. 1979.  Applicant:  ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC., 
7105  Kennedy  Avenue.  Hammond.  IN 
46323.  Representative:  Wade  H.  Bourdon 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  and  stationary  highway 
products,  between  Columbus.  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus.  OH,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  86247  (Sub-16F),  filed  January  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  I.C.L 
INTERNATIONAL  CARRIERS 
LIMITED,  1333  College  Avenue, 

Windsor,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Representative:  Joseph  P.  Allen,  7701  W. 
Jefferson,  P.O.  Box  09259,  Detroit,  MI 
48209.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting,  aluminum  scrap  and  steel 
scrap,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  at  Detroit  and  Port 
Huron,  MI,  to  Toledo,  Sandusky,  and 
Cleveland,  OH,  Gary,  IN  and  Chicago, 

IL.  The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
substitute  a  single  line  service,  for  which 
one  of  the  carriers  has  dropped  out  of 
the  two  line  service,  (Hearing  site: 
Detroit,  MI  or  Washington,  DC.) 


Note.— Applicant  states  tacking  is 
authorized  at  Detroit  and  Port  Huron,  Ml  with 
carriers  authority  in  MC  86247,  MC  86247  Sub 
3.  and  MC  86247  Sub  4. 

MC  95466  (Sub-7F),  filed  December  20. 

1978.  and  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  6, 1979. 
Applicant:  DATFCO,  INC.,  99 
Newington  Ave.,  New  Britain,  CT  06051. 
Representative:  W.  C.  Mitchell,  370 
Lexington,  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10017. 

To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  Bridgeport, 

Hartford,  Meriden,  Middletown,  New 
Haven,  and  Stamford,  CT,  Springfield, 
MA,  and  New  Rochelle,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States,  (including  AK,  but 
excluding  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  performed  for 
passenger  brokers.  (Hearing  site: 
Hartford.  CT.) 

Note. — This  republication  is  to  show  a 
radial  movement  and  impose  the  restriction. 

MC  113646  (Sub-18F),  filed  February 
23. 1979,  and  previouslu  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  6, 1979. 
Applicant:  JEFFERSON  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  17,  National  City. 
MI  48748.  Representative:  William  B. 
Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St. 
Clair  Shores,  MI  48080.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  building 
materials,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution, 
and  installation  of  the  aforenamed 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Newark.  OH,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR,  FL.  GA.  KS.  LA.  MA.  OK.  NE.  ND. 
SC,  and  SD,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Tectum.  Inc.,  of 
Newark.  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte, 
NC) 

Note. — This  republication  to  show 
contracting  shipper. 

MC  133937  (Sub-31F).  filed  January  29. 

1979.  Applicant:  CAROLINA  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  INC.,  1638  East  Vesta  Drive, 
Atlanta,  GA  30337.  Representative: 
Henry  P.  Willimon.  P.O.  Box  1075, 
Greenville,  SC  29602.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  office 
supplies,  office  machines,  office 
equipment,  paper  articles,  printed 
matter,  and  (2)  leather  goods,  shoe 
polish,  shoe  laces,  and  materials  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  wearing  apparel, 
between  Los  Angeles,  Ontario,  and  San 


Francisco,  CA,  Chicago,  IL.  Dallas,  TX, 
and  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  MS,  NC,  SC, 
and  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Columbia,  SC) 

MC  135197  (Sub-20F).  filed  December 
12, 1978,  and  previously  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  6, 1979. 
Applicant:  LEESER 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
545,  Palmyra,  MO  63461.  Representative: 
Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  1730  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington.  DC  20036. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  animal  and  poultry 
feeds,  and  plant  growth  regulants, 
pesticides,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  (except  liquids  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  IL.  IN.  lA.  MN, 
MO,  and  NE,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  American 
Cyanamid  Company.  The  purpose  of  the 
republication  is  to  correctly  reflect  the 
commodity  description.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Louis,  MO) 

MC  142487  (Sub-4F),  filed  February  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  H.  KOOY 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  3926  Shelby  Road. 
Lynwood,  WA  98036.  Representative: 
James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM  Building. 
Seattle,  WA  98101.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  synthetic 
rubber  sealants  and  coatings,  in 
containers,  from  Glendale.  CA,  to  points 
in  OR  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Seattle, 
WA,  or  Portland.  OR) 

MC  142977  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 
27. 1978.  Applicant:  HOOSIER  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC,,  P.O,  Box  16006,  Louisville, 
KY  40216.  Representative:  James  K. 
Stayton,  Suite  216,  Atkinson  Square. 
Louisville,  KY  40218.  To  opeate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  contractor’s 
equipment,  and  mining  and  road 
building  equipment),  between 
Campbellsburg,  IN,  and  Louisville,  KY; 
from  Campbellsburg  over  IN  Hwy  60  to 
junction  IN  Hwy  56,  then  over  IN  Hwy 
56  to  junction  IN  Hwy  135,  then  over  IN 
Hwy  135  to  junction  IN  Hwy  60,  then 
over  IN  Hwy  60  to  junction  IN  Hwy  111, 
then  over  IN  Hwy  111  to  Louisville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Louisville,  KY,  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 
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MC 144817  (Sub-IF).  filed  February  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  J.N.A.  CONTRACT 
SHIPPERS.  INC..  11474  Norton  Avenue. 
Chino.  CA  91710.  Representative:  Milton 
W.  Flack.  4311  Wilshire  Blvd..  Suite  300. 
Los  Angeles.  CA  90010.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (l)(a)  steel 
shelving  and  furniture,  and  (b)  parts  for 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  (2) 
lift  trucks,  and  (3)  paint  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
the  facilities  of  SPS  Technologies,  Inc., 
Hallowell  Division,  at  Hatfield,  PA,  to 
points  in  AZ,  AR.  CA,  CO,  FL,  ID,  MT, 
NV.  NM.  OK.  OR.  TX.  UT.  and  WA. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  SPS 
Technologies,  Inc.,  of  Hatfield.  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  144927  {Sub-6F).  filed  November 
27, 1978,  and  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  15, 1979. 
Applicant:  REMINGTON  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  Box  315,  U.S.  24  West, 
Remington,  IN  47977.  Representative: 
Robert  B.  Hebert  320  North  Meridian 
St.,  777  Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Griffith  Laboratories.  U.SA., 
Inc.,  at  (a)  Union  City  and  Los  Angeles. 
CA,  (b)  Alsip  and  Chicago,  IL,  (c) 
Lithonia,  GA,  (d)  Union.  NJ,  (e) 

Mayland,  TN,  and  (f)  Remington,  IN,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  foodstuffs, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — (1)  This  republication  is  to  include 
Remington.  IN.  as 

MC  145386  (Sub-lF),  filed  January  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROBERT  L. 

McMAHON,  d.b.a.  ROBERT 
McMAHON  CONSTRUCTION.  1105 
South  Maple,  Staunton,  IL  62068. 
Representative:  Robert  McMahon  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and  ' 
steel  articles  between  the  facilities  of 
Livingston  Pipe  and  Tube  Inc.  at 
Staunton.  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  AL.  FL.  GA,  lA, 
IN,  KS,  KY.  LA.  MI.  MO.  MN.  MS.  NE. 
NC.  OH,  OK.  PA,  SC.  TN.  TX.  VA.  WI. 
and  WV,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Livingston  Pipe  and  Tube,  Inc.  of 
Staunton,  IL  (Hearing  site:  Springfield, 
IL  or  St.  Louis.  MO.) 


MC  145686F,  filed  November  13. 1978, 
and  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  February  20. 1979. 
Applicant:  COOK  MOTOR  LINES.  INC., 
2110  Gibbs  Drive,  Tallahassee,  FL  32303. 
Representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101 
Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  FL  32202. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between 
Jacksonville  and  Mariana,  FL;  (a)  over 
U.S.  Hwy  90,  or  (b)  over  Interstate  Hwy 
10,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Greenville  and  Marianna,  FL. 
(Hearing  site:  Jacksonville  or 
Tallahassee,  H^.) 

Note. — ^This  republication  to  show  correct 
routes. 

|FR  Doc.  79-28164  Filed  9-10-79:  B45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 

(Volume  No.  31] 

Petitions,  Applications,  Finance 
Matters  (Including  Temporary 
Authorities),  Alternate  Route 
Deviations,  Intrastate  Applications, 
Gateways,  and  Pack  &  Crate. 

August  30, 1979. 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Interpretation 
or  Reinstatement  of  Motor  Carrier 
Operating  Rights  Authority;  Notice 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modification  or  interpretation  of  existing 
motor  carrier  operating  rights  authority, 
or  reinstatement  of  terminated  motor 
carrier  operating  rights  authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  numbers  (e.g.. 
Ml,  F,  M2  F)  where  the  docket  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

The  following  petitions,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  if  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 


performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  imable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner's  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  Fed.  Reg.  50908,  as 
modified  at  43  Fed.  Reg.  60277. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e).  where 
not  inconsistent  widi  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  ooafbotiDg  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  appheont’s 
representative,  and  oral  beetring 
requests. 

MC  491  (Sub-3),  (MlF)  (Notice  of  filing 
of  petition  to  modify  certificate)  filed 
December  18, 1978.  Petitioner:  MARSH 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  447, 

Glassboro,  NJ  08028.  Representative: 
Michael  R.  Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409, 167 
Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC-491  Sub  3  issued  July 
1, 1977.  MC-491  Sub  3  authorizes 
transportation,  over  regular  routes,  as 
pertinent,  of  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Philadelphia,  PA. 
and  Newfield,  NJ,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authority  to  authorize  service  to  points 
in  NJ  (except  those  in  the  New  York.  NY 
Commercial  Zone)  as  off-route  points. 

MC  44735  (Sub-26)  MlF.  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  a  certificate), 
filed  April  10, 1979.  Petitioner:  KISSICK 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  7101  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City.  MO  64126. 
Representative:  William  B.  Barker.  641 
Harrison  Street,  Topeka.  KS  66603. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  44735,  Sub  No.  26. 
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issued  October  7, 1976,  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes  of: 
Iron  and  Steel  Articles  (except 
commodities  as  described  in  Mercer 
Extension — Oil  Field  Commodities,  74 
M.C.C.  459,  544  and  earth  drilling 
commodities  as  described  in  Roy  L 
Jones,  Inc.,  Ext. — Earth  Drilling 
Equipment,  103  M.C.C.  823,  832),  From 
the  facilities  of  Nucor  Steel  Division  of 
Nucor  Corporation  at  or  near  Norfolk, 

NE,  to  points  in  KS,  MO,  and  OK, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
the  Nucor  Steel  Division  of  Nucor 
Corporation  at  or  near  Norfolk,  NE,  and 
destined  to  the  above-named 
destinations.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  the  removal  of  the 
plantsite  restriction  by  deleting  the 
phrase  “the  facilities  of  Nucor  Steel 
Division  of  Nucor  Corporation  at  or 
near"  and  removal  from  the  restriction 
the  phrase  "the  facilities  of  the  Nucor 
Steel  Division  of  Nucor  Corporation  at 
or  near.”  Hearing:  Kansas  City,  MO  or 
Omaha,  NE. 

Caption  Summary  of  Authority  Sought 

MC  55889  (Sub-46M1F).  filed  April  16. 
1979  (Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  add 
alternate  gateway).  Applicant:  AAA 
COOPER  TRANSPORTATION.  Post 
Office  Box  6827,  Dothan.  AL  36302. 
Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite 
1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment):  (1)  Between 
Augusta,  GA  and  Albany,  GA,  serving 
no  intermediate  points  and  serving 
Augusta  and  Albany  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only:  From  Augusta  over  U.S. 
Hwy  1  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  221,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  221  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
319,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  319  to  Dublin, 
GA.  then  over  GA  Hwy  257  to  Albany, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (2) 
Between  Augusta,  GA  and  Atlanta,  GA. 
serving  all  intermediate  points  between 
Athens  and  Atlanta  and  serving 
Augusta  for  purposes  of  joinder  only: 
From  Augusta  over  U.S.  Hwy  78  to 
Athens.  GA.  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  29  to 
Atlanta,  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
(3)  Between  Albany,  GA  and  Columbus, 
GA.  serving  all  intermediate  points  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only:  From  Albany 
over  U.S.  Hwy  82  to  Dawson.  GA,  then 
over  GA  Hwy  55  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
280,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  280  to 


Columbus,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (4)  Between  Albany,  GA  and 
Atlanta,  GA,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  for  purposes  of  joinder  only:  From 
Albany  over  U.S.  Hwy  19  to  Atlanta, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (5) 
Between  Columbus,  GA  and  Atlanta, 

GA.  serving  all  intermediate  points  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only:  From 
Columbus  over  GA  Hwy  85  to  Atlanta, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (6) 
Between  Augusta,  GA  and  Greer,  SC, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  between 
Greenville  and  Greer,  including 
Greenville,  and  serving  Augusta  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only:  From  August 
over  U.S.  Hwy  25  to  Greenville.  SC,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  29  to  Greer,  and  return 
over  the  same  route:  (7)  Between 
Charlotte,  NC  and  Athens,  GA.  serving 
all  intermediate  points:  From  Charlotte 
over  U.S.  Hwy  29  to  Athens,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (8)  Between 
Charlotte,  NC  and  Greensboro,  NC. 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Charlotte  over  U.S.  Hwy  29  to 
Greensboro,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (9)  Between  Charlotte,  NC  and 
Raleigh,  NC.  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  From  Charlotte  over  NC  Hwy  49 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  64,  then  over  U.S 
Hwy  64  to  Raleigh,  and  return  over  the 
same  route:  (10)  Between  Charlotte.  NC 
and  Winston-Salem,  NC,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  From  Charlotte  over 
U.S.  Hwy  21  to  Statesville,  NC,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  64  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
158,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  158  to  Winston- 
Salem,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(11)  Between  Greer,  SC  and  Asheville. 
NC,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 

From  Greer  over  SC  Hwy  14  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  176,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  176  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  25,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  25  to  Asheville,  and  return  over  the 
same  route:  (12)  Between  Raleigh,  NC 
and  Durham.  NC,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  From  Raleigh  over 
U.S.  Hwy  70  to  Durham,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  Serving  as  off-route 
points  in  cdhnection  with  carrier’s 
regular-route  authority  (1)  Macon,  GA, 
(2)  all  points  in  GA  between  Albany  and 
Dawson  on  U.S.  Hwy  82,  including 
Albany  and  Dawson,  between  Dawson 
and  Columbus  on  GA  Hwy  55  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  280  and  then  on  U.S. 
Hwy  280  to  Columbus,  including 
Columbus,  between  Albany  and  Atlanta 
on  U.S.  Hwy  19,  including  Atlanta  and 
between  Columbus  and  Atlanta  on  GA 
Hwy  85,  and  (3)  all  points  in  NC 
between  Greensboro  and  Durham  on 
U.S.  Hwy  70,  including  Greensboro  and 
Durham.  Restriction:  The  Operations 
authorized  hereinabove  are  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  serving  (a) 
between  points  in  NC,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  that 
part  of  SC  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Charleston  and  extending 
along  U.S,  Hwy  78  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
178,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  178  to 
Anderson,  and  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  29 
to  the  SC-GA  State  line,  (b)  from 
Charleston,  SC  to  points  in  that  part  of 
SC  as  specified  in  (a)  above  with  no 
transportation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized,  (c)  between 
Wilmington,  NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  NC,  (d)  between 
Columbia,  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  GA  in  connection 
with  traffic  moving  from,  to,  or  through 
Atlanta,  GA,  (e)  between  Charlotte,  NC, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA  in  connection  with  traffic 
moving  from,  to,  or  through  Atlanta,  GA, 
(f)  between  Augusta  and  Savannah,  GA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA  and  SC,  or  (g)  between 
Augusta  and  Savannah,  GA,  Richmond, 
VA,  and  points  in  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Richland, 
Lexington,  and  Calhoun  Counties.  SC. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  the  above  authority  by 
adding  Atlanta,  GA  as  an  alternate 
gateway  in  limitation  (f),  except  on 
shipments  moving  between  Atlanta  and 
north  Alabama,  so  that  (f),  will  be 
phrased  as  follows:  “.  .  .  between 
Atlanta  (except  on  traffic  moving 
between  Atlanta  and  points  in  Alabama 
north  of  AL  Hwy  14),  Augusta,  and 
Savannah,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Georgia  and  South 
Carolina.  .  .  .” 

MC  71593  (Sub-7)  (MLF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  July  13, 1979.  Petitioner: 
FORWARDERS  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
1608  E.  Second  Street,  Scotch  Plains,  NJ 
07076.  Representative:  Charles  J. 
Williams,  1815  Front  Street,  Scotch 
Plains,  NJ  07076.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  Certificate  in  MC 
71593  (Sub-7),  issued  June  29, 1979,  to 
transport  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  general 
commodities;  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
which  are  at  the  time  moving  on  bills  of 
lading  of  freight  forwarders  under  49 
U.S.C.  10102(8)  (formerly  section  402(5) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act),  (1) 
between  New  Haven,  CT.  Boston  and 
Springfield,  MA,  and  Philadelphia,  PA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
Chicago,  IL,  and  Milwaukee,  WI,  and  (2) 
from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  New  Haven.  CT, 
Boston,  MA,  and  Philadelphia,  PA.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
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modify  the  authority  as  follows:  Modify 
part  (1)  to  read:  .  .  .  between  points  in 
CT,  MA,  and  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  IL  and  WI. 

Modify  part  (2)  to  read:  .  .  .  between 
points  in  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  MA,  and  PA.  The 
purpose  of  the  proposed  modification  is 
to  permit  petition  to  serve  all  points  in 
the  stales  where  it  now  has  authority  to 
serve  specific  points. 

MC  88594  M2  F,  (Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  certficate),  filed  April 
25, 1979.  Petitioner:  CARLETON  G. 
WHITAKER,  INC.,  Route  17  Exit  84. 
Town  of  Deposit,  NY  13754. 
Representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  167 
Fairfield  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield.  NJ 
07006.  Petitioner  holds  common  carrier 
authority  over  irregular  route  in  MC 
88594,  served  June  22, 1976,  and 
corrected  on  July  30, 1976.  MC  88594 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  Milk 
(except  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers,  and  milk  products  (except  in 
hermetically  sealed  containers),  from 
points  in  NY,  (except  those  in 
Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua,  Erie,  Genesee, 
Livingston,  Monroe,  Niagara,  Orleans, 
and  Wyoming  Counties),  to  New  York, 
NY,  and  points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  and 
Westchester  Counties,  NY.  and  points  in 
CT.  MA,  NJ,  and  RI;  and  empty 
containers  used  in  the  transportation  of 
the  above-described  commodities,  from 
the  above-specified  destination  points, 
to  the  respective  origin  points  specified 
above,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  ice  cream  mix  from 
Camton,  Cochocton,  Canisteo, 
Skaneateles,  and  Canastota,  NY,  to  any 
of  the  destination  points  described 
above,  or  ice  cream  mix.  in  tank  trucks, 
from  any  of  the  origin  points  described 
above  to  any  point  in  CT,  butter  and  ice 
cream,  from  New  York.  NY  and  points  in 
NJ  and  NY  within  50  miles  of  the  City 
I  lall.  in  New  York.  NY,  to  the  above- 
specified  origin  points,  and  liquid  sugar 
and  invert  sugar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  loads, 
from  Yonkers,  NY,  to  Waddington,  NY. 

By  order  served  April  2, 1979,  MC 
88594  MlF  was  granted  authority  to 
transport  “foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration"  in  lieu  of  “milk  (except  in 
hermetically  sealed  containers)  and  milk 
products  (except  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers.” 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  the  above  certificate  to 
read:  “foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  lank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  mamifacture,  distribution, 
and  sale  of  foodstuffs  (except 


commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  points  in  NY  (except  those  in 
Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua,  Erie,  Genesee, 
Livingston,  Monroe,  Niagara,  Orleans, 
and  Wyoming  Counties,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  New  York,  NY, 
and  points  in  Suffolk  and  Westchester 
Counties.  NY,  and  points  in  CT,  MA,  NJ, 
and  RI.” 

MC  104421  (Sub-18)  (MlF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate) 
filed  March  1. 1979.  Petitioner: 
ECONOLINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  623, 

D.T.S..  Omaha,  NE  68101. 

Representative:  Roger  W.  Norris  (same 
as  address  as  applicant).  Petitioner 
holds  motor  common  carrier  certificate 
in  MC  104421  (Sub-18)  issued  Augusn, 
1977.  MC  104421  (Sub-18)  authorizes 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
Commodities  (except  lumber)  used  in 
the  manufacture,  operation, 
maintenance,  and  repair  of  commercial 
truck  trailers,  between  Council  Bluffs, 
lA,  and  Springfield,  NE,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  ID, 

MT.  NV,  ND,  OR.  SD,  UT.  and  WA.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  authority  as  follows: 
Commodities  (except  lumber  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufacture,  operation,  maintenance, 
and  repair  of  commercial  truck  trailers 
and  motor  vehicles,  between  Council 
Bluffs,  LA.  and  North  Bend  and 
•Springfield,  NE,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  ID,  MT.  NV,  ND, 
OR.  SD.  UT.  and  WA. 

MC  104832  (Sub-12)  (MlF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  July  5, 1979.  Petitioner:  HOLMAN 
TRANSFER  CO.,  a  corportation, 
Portland,  OR  97214.  Representative: 
Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.W.  23rd 
Avenue,  Portland,  OR  97210.  Petitioner 
holds  motor  common  carrier  Certificate 
in  MC  104832  (Sub-12)  issued  May  7, 
1979,  authorizing  the  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  general 
commodities  (except  articles  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  (1) 
from  the  facilities  of  Holman  Transfer 
Co.,  at  Portland,  OR,  to  points  in  King, 
Pierce  and  Inohomish  Counties.  WA, 
and  (2)  from  the  facilities  of  Holman 
Transfer  Co.,  at  Kent.  WA,  to  Portland, 
OR,  restricted  in  both  (1)  and  (2)  above 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  facilities. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  motify  the  authority  as  follows: 
Petition  seeks  (1)  to  add  the  facilities  of 
Holman  affiliate  companies  as  origin 
points,  and  (2)  correct  the  spelling  of 
Snohomish  County,  WA. 


MC  111302  (Sub-124F)  (MlF)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  June  22, 1979.  Petitionen 
HIGHWAY  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  10108,  Knoxville,  TN  37919. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13th  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  Certificate  in  MC 
111302  (Sub-124F)  issued  May  25, 1979, 
authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  liquid  chemicals  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  (a)  the 
facilities  of  Cargill  Incorporated,  and  of 
Nalco  Chemical  Company  in  Clayton 
County,  GA,  (b)  the  facilities  of  Vinings 
Chemical  Company  in  Cobb  County, 

GA,  and  (c)  the  facilities  of  Union 
Carbide  Corporation,  in  DeKalb  County, 
GA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authority  as  follows:  delete  the 
references  to  the  facilities  of  named 
shippers,  and  substitute  just  the  names 
of  said  counties. 

MC  115331  (Sub-334)  (MlF)  and  Sub- 
394  (MlF)  (notice  of  filing  of  petition  to 
modify  certificate),  filed  December  6, 
1978.  Petitioner:  TRUCK  TRANSPORT, 
INCORPORATED.  230  St.  Clair  Ave., 
East  St.  Louis,  IL  62201.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  Petitioner 
holds  motor  common  carrier  certificate 
in  MC-115331  Subs  334  and  394  issued 
October  31, 1974  and  October  19. 1977, 
respectively.  MC-115331  Sub  334 
authorizes  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  (1)  Grass  seed  and  chemicals, 
in  containers,  agricultural  implements; 
and  gardening  supples;  and  (2) 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  is  exempt  from  economic 
regulation  under  section  203(b)(6)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  when 
transported  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  in  (l)  above,  from 
Marysville,  OH,  to  points  in  KS  and  NE. 
MC-115331  Sub  394  authorizes 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
lawn  and  garden  care  centers,  and 
materials  and  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business 
(except  commodities  in  bulk);  (2) 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  is  exempt  from  economic 
regulation  under  section  203(b)(6)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  when 
transported  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
facilities  utilized  by  O.  M.  Scott  and 
Sons  Co..  Inc.,  at  or  near  Marysville, 
Union  County,  OH,  to  points  in  OH.  MI. 
KY,  IN.  IL.  lA.  MO,  WI,  MN.  TN.  AR, 
OK,  TX.  CO.  NM,  MT.  WY.  ID.  UT.  AZ- 
WA.  OR.  CA,  NV,  ND.  and  SD, 
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restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-described  origin 
point.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  Vermilion  and  Columbus, 
OH  as  additional  origin  points  in  the 
above  authority. 

MC  124211  (Sub-236)  (MlF)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  October  16. 1978.  Petitioner:  HILT 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Downtown  Station,  Omaha.  NE  68101. 
Representative:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
MC-124211  Sub  236  issued  April  30, 

1979,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  (1)  cellular  products, 
athletic  and  sporting  goods,  plastic, 
plastic  products,  plastic  coated 
products,  and  fiberglass  products,  and 
(2)  commodities  used  in  the  production, 
distribution,  and  sale  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  (except  hides, 
skins,  and  tannery  products  and 
supplies,  and  those  commodities  which 
because  of  their  size  and  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  (a) 
between  points  in  Maricopa  County,  AZ, 
Orange  County,  CA.  Los  Angeles 
Counties.  CA.  and  Essex  and  Middlesex 
Counties,  MA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (b)  between 
points  in  Coweta  County,  GA.  Grant 
County.  IN,  Ionia  and  Oakland  Counties, 
ML  Lowndes  County,  MS,  Lucas  and 
Tuscarawas  Counties.  OH,  and 
Westmoreland  County.  PA,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ, 
CA.  CO,  ID.  lA,  KS.  MT,  NE.  NV.  MN. 
ND,  OK.  OR.  SD.  TX,  UT.  WA.  and  WY. 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  further 
restricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  facilities  utilized  by  The 
General  Tire  &  Rubber  Company.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
delete  the  county  of  Lucas,  OH  from  the 
territorial  description  in  2(b)  and  add  it 
to  2(h). 

MC  129902  (MlF)  (notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  certificate),  filed  July 
16, 1979.  Petitioner:  LESLIE  JOE 
BURTON  AND  EDDIE  LAWYER,  a 
partnership,  d.b.a.  B.  &  L.  TRUCKING. 
P.O.  Box  163,  Orleans.  IN  46452. 
Representative:  Robert  W'.  Loser,  1101 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building, 
Indianapolis.  IN  46204.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  Certificate  in 
MC-129902,  issued  November  4, 1974,  to 
transport  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
commercial  feed,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Ralston  Purina  Chow  Co.,  in  Louisville, 
KY,  to  points  in  that  part  of  IN  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Hwy  40.  extending  from 
the  IL-'IN  State  line  to  Indianapolis,  IN, 


and  on  and  south  of  U,S.  Hwy  52, 
extending  from  Indianapolis  to  the  IN- 
OH  State  line,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Commercial  feed 
and  commercial  feed  ingredients,  from 
Vandalia,  IL.  to  points  in  Daviess, 

Dubois,  Gibson,  Knox.  Martin,  Pike, 
Posey,  and  Vanderburgh  Counties.  IN. 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  By  the  instant  Petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  authority 
as  follows:  Seeks  to  eliminate  “the  plant 
site  of  Ralston  Purina  Chow  Co.,  in 
Louiwille,  KY,”  as  set  forth  in  the  first 
portion  of  said  authority. 

MC  135732  (Sub-28)  (MlF)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  June  11. 1979.  Petitioner:  AUBREY 
FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  503, 
Elizabeth.  NJ  07202.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue. 
Jersey  City.  NJ  07306.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  Certificate  MC- 
135732  Sub  28  issued  January  31, 1979,  to 
transport  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  (1) 
Plastic  film  and  sheeting  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  Edison  Plastic 
Company,  located  at  South  Plainfield. 

NJ.  and  Washington,  GA,  to  points  in 
CA  and  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  MN.  lA.  MO.  OK.  and  TX.  (2) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  plastic  film 
or  sheeting  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
CA  and  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  MN.  lA,  MO,  OK,  and  TX,  to 
the  facilities  of  Edison  Plastic  Company, 
located  at  South  Plainfield,  NJ,  and 
Washington.  GA.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  points 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination 
points.  This  certificate  may  not  be 
joined  or  tacked  with  the  carrier’s  other 
irregular-route  authority.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authority  as  follows:  Add  Armin 
Polyethylene  Film.  Armin  Corporation, 
located  at  Elizabeth,  NJ  as  an  additional 
shipper. 

Motor  Carrier  Operating  Rights 
Applications;  Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1. 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 


filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  refected, 

A  petition  for  intervention  w'ithout 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  it  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform.  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  serv  ice  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or.  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to.  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intetv'ene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In  ' 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner’s  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  Fed.  Reg.  50908,  as 
modified  at  43  Fed.  Reg.  60277.  Petitions 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  these 
rules  may  be  rejected.  Note  that  Rule 
247(e),  where  not  inconsistent  with  the 
intervention  rules,  still  applies. 
Especially  refer  to  Rule  247(e)  for 
requirments  as  to  supplying  a  copy  of 
conflicting  authority,  serving  the  petition 
on  applicant’s  representative,  and  oral 
hearing  requests. 

MC-110988  (Sub-396f),  filed  August  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  W.  College  Avenue, 
Appleton,  WI  54911.  Representative: 
Charles  W.  Singer,  2480  E.  Commercial 
Blvd.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL  33308. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  in  bulk  (except  in  dump 
vehicles)  (1)  from  points  in  CT,  DE,  ME. 
MD.  MA.  NH.  NJ.  NY.  PA.  RI,  TN.  VT, 
VA,  and  WV  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  LA,  KY, 
MI.  MN,  MO,  OH,  WI,  and  those  points 
in  PA  on  and  west  of  US  Hwy.  219:  and 
(2)  from  points  in  KY  and  OH  to  points 
in  IL,  IN.  lA,  MI.  MN.  MO.  and  WI. 
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NOTE:  Applicant  intends  to  rely  in  part 
on  the  rate  issue  in  the  proceeding.  The 
application  is  assigned  for  hearing  on 
October  23, 1979  at  the  offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC.  in  conjunction  with  the 
application  of  applicant  in  No.  MC- 
110988  (Sub-xNo.  375F).  Certain 
underlying  documents  will  be  available 
for  examination  on  October  22, 1979,  at 
1;00  PM  at  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Washington, 

DC. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations;  Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.4(c)(ll)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any 
proposed  deviation  route  herein 
described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  rules  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  either  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
energy  policy  and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  11220  (Deviation  No.  50), 
CORDONS  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  185 
West  McLemore  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN 
38101,  filed  August  14. 1979.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  from 
Richmond.  IN,  over  US  Hwy  35  to 
Muncie.  IN.  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  from  Richmond, 
I.N,  over  US  Hwy  40  to  Dunrieth,  IN,  then 
over  IN  Hwy  3  to  Muncie,  IN,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  11220  (Deviation  No.  50), 
CORDONS  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  185 
West  McLemore  Ave.,  Memphis.  TN 
38101,  filed  August  14, 1979.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  from 
Fort  Wayne,  IN,  over  US  Hwy  33  to 
Decatur,  IN,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 


same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  from  Decatur, 

IN.  over  US  Hwy  224  to  junction  US 
Hwy  30,  then  over  US  Hwy  30  to  Fort 
Wayne,  IN.  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  56640  (Deviation  No.  4), 

DELTA  LINES,  INC.,  333  I  legenberger 
Rd.,  Oakland.  CA  94621,  filed  August  14, 
1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  from  Las  Vegas.  NV,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  15  to  junction  Interstate 
10  at  San  Bernardino,  CA,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  10  to  the  Los  Angeles 
Basin  Territory,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  from 
Las  Vegas,  NV,  over  U.S.  Hwy  91  to 
junction  Nevada  Hwy  16,  then  over 
Nevada  Hwy  16  to  Pahrump,  NV,  then 
over  Nevada  Hwy  52  to  the  Nevada- 
California  State  line,  then  over 
California  Hwy  178  (formerly  California 
I  lighway  52)  to  Shoshone,  CA.  NOTE:  A 
portion  of  this  deviation  is  premised  on 
a  grant  of  temporary  authority  under 
section  210(a)(b).  If  applicant’s  right  to 
operate  all  or  part  of  the  authority 
expires,  this  deviation,  if  authorized, 
will  likewise  expire. 

No.  MC  108835  (Deviation  No.  13). 
HYMAN  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  1745 
University  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55104, 
filed  August  14. 1979.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  oi general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  from 
Chicago,  IL.  over  Interstate  Hwy  55  to 
St.  Louis,  MO,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  from  Chicago, 
IL,  over  Interstate  Hwy  55,  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  80,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  80  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  280, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  280  to  junction 
US  Hwy  92,  then  over  US  Hwy  92  to 
junction  lA  Hwy  163,  then  over  lA  Hwy 
163  to  junction  US  Hwy  69.  then  over  US 
Hwy  69  to  junction  US  Hwy  34.  then 
over  US  Hwy  34  to  junction  US  Hwy 
169,  then  over  US  Hwy  169  to  junction 
LA  Hwy  2,  then  over  lA  Hwy  2  to 
junction  lA  Hwy  148,  then  over  I A  Hwy 
148  to  junction  US  Hwy  71,  then  over  US 
Hwy  71  to  junction  US  Hwy  59,  then 
over  US  Hwy  59  to  junction  US  Hwy  73, 
then  over  US  Hwy  73  to  Kansas  City, 
MO,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 


Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations;  Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49 
CFR  1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any 
proposed  deviation  route  herein 
described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  rules  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  either  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
energy  policy  and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

MC  1515  (Deviation  745)  (cancels 
Deviation  No.  641),  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound  Tower, 

Phoenix,  AZ  85077,  filed  August  1.  1979. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  from  New  Orleans, 
LA,  over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  59  near  Slidell.  LA,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  59  to  Birmingham, 
AL.  with  the  following  excess  routes:  (1) 
from  junction  Interstate  Hwy  59  over 
city  streets  to  Bessemer,  AL,  (2)  from 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  59  over  city 
streets  to  Tuscaloosa,  AL,  (3)  from 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  59  and  County 
Road  19,  over  County  Road  19  to 
Boligee,  AL,  (4)  from  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  59  and  Alabama  Hwy  28,  over 
Alabama  Hwy  28  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
11,  approximately  2  miles  north  of 
Livingston,  AL,  (5)  from  Enterprise,  MS. 
over  Mississippi  Hwy  513  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  59.  (6)  from  Heidelberg. 
MS,  over  Mississippi  Hwy  528  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  59,  (7)  from 
Hattiesburg,  MS,  over  U.S.  Hwy  49  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  59,  (8)  from 
Hattiesburg,  MS,  over  U.S.  Hwy  98  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  59,  (9)  from 
Purvis,  MS,  over  unnumbered  Hwy  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  59,  (10)  from 
Lumberton,  MS,  over  Mississippi  Hwy 
13,  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  59,  (11) 
from  Poplarville,  MS,  over  Mississippi 
Hwy  26  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  59. 
(12)  from  Poplarville,  MS  over 
Mississippi  Hwy  53  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  59,  (13)  from  Picayune, 
MS,  over  Mississippi  Hwy  43  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  59,  (14)  from  Slidell,  LA, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  190  to  junction  Interstate 
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Hwy  to.  and  (15)  from  Slidell.  LA.  over 
Louisiana  Hwy  433  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  to.  and  return  over  the  same  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  and  the  same  property  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
from  New  Orleans,  LA,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
11  to  Birmingham.  AL.  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  746) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  648), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower.  Phoenix,  AZ  85077,  filed  August 

7. 1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers  ,in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  from  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  270  and  U.S.  Hwy  61. 
approximately  1  mile  southwest  of 
Mehlville.  MO,  over  Interstate  Hwy  270 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  66  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  66  to  junction  Illinois  Hwy  143, 
then  over  Illinois  Hwy  143  to 
Edwardsville,  IL,  with  the  following 
access  routes:  (1)  from  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  270  and  Interstate  Hwy 
44  over  Interstate  Hwy  44  and/or  city 
streets  to  Sunset  Hills,  MO.  (2)  from 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  270  and 
Interstate  Hwy  70  over  Interstate  Hwy 
70  and/or  city  streets  to  Champ,  MO, 
and  (3)  from  junction  Interstate  Hwy  270 
and  interstate  70  over  Interstate  Hwy  70 
and/or  city  streets  to  Bridgeton,  MO, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  for^ 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
the  same  property  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  from  Hamel,  IL, 
over  Illinois  Hwy  157  to  Edwardsville. 

IL.  then  over  Illinois  Hwy  159  to 
Collinsville,  IL,  then  over  Business 
Route  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  East  St.  Louis.  IL, 
then  over  Eads  Toll  Bridge  to  St.  Louis, 
MO,  (2)  from  St.  Louis,  MO.  over 
Veteran  Memorial  Bridge  to  East  St. 
Louis,  IL,  and  (3)  from  St.  Louis.  MO, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  67  to  Mehlville,  MO,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to  junction  old  U.S. 
Hwy  61  near  Turrell,  AR.  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  747), 
GREYHOUND  UNES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower.  Phoenix,  AZ  85077,  filed  August 

13. 1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  from  Atlanta,  GA, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  85  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  185,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  185  to  Columbus,  GA,  with  the 


following  access  routes:  ;(1)  from 
Newnan,  GA.  over  Georgia  Hwy  34  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  85,  .(2)  from 
Hogansville.  GA.  over  Georgia  Hwy  100 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  85.  and  (3) 
from  La  Grange.  GA,  over  Georgia  Hwy 
109  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  85  and 
Interstate  Hwy  185,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  from  Atlanta,  GA,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  29  via  Moreland  to  LaGrange,  GA. 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  27  to  Columbus,  GA. 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  748), 
GREYHOUND  UNES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix.  AZ  85077,  filed  August 

14, 1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspaper  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  from  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  96.  Interstate  Hwy  275 
and  Michigan  Hwy  14.  over  Michigan 
Hwy  14  to  junction  Business  Route  U.S. 
Hwy  23,  then  over  Business  Route  U.S. 
Hwy  23  to  Ann  Arbor.  MI.  with  the 
following  excess  route:  (Ij  from  junction 
Michigan  Hwy  14  and  U.S.  Hwy  23.  over 
U.S.  Hwy  23  to  Ann  Arbor.  MI,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
the  same  property  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  from  Ann  Arbor, 
MI,  over  Michigan  Hwy  17  to  Ypsilanti. 
MI.  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  12  to  Detroit,  MI. 
and  (2)  from  junction  Interstate  Hwy  275 
and  new  Interstate  Hwy  96  over 
Interstate  Hwy  275  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  75,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

Motor  Carrier  intrastate  Applications: 
Notice 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  10931  (formerly  Section 
206(a)(6))  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  245  of  the  Commission's 
Genera!  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CHI 
1100.245),  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 


Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T-1856,  filed 
August  6, 1979.  Applicant:  NASON’S 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  70  Nason  Blvd.. 
Springville,  NY  14141.  Representative: 
WILLIAM  ).  HIRSCH.  ESQ..  43  Court 
Street.  Buffalo,  NY  14202.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  General 
commodities,  between  all  points  in 
Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua,  Erie,  Niagara 
and  Wyoming  Counties:  NOTE:  The 
applicant  presently  holds  authority  in 
Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua  and  Erie 
Counties  and  parts  of  Niagara  County. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  HEARING: 
Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  New  York 
Department  of  Transportation,  1220 
Washington  Ave.,  State  Campus 
Building  *4,  Room  G-21.  Albany,  NY 
12232,  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Montana  Docket  No.  T-4528.  filed 
August  9, 1979.  Applicant:  JAMES  M. 
STOOS,  Geraldine,  MT  59446. 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service,  as  follows:  Transportation  of: 
General  commodities,  between  Great 
Falls  and  Denton,  MT.  Great  Falls  over 
Montana  Highway  230  and  US  Hwy  87; 
Square  Butte  over  Montana  Highway 
230:  and  Fort  Benton.  MT,  over  Montana 
Hwy  230;  serving  Coffee  Creek  over 
Montana  Hwy  230  and  235:  Denton  over 
Montana  Hwy  235,  and  Highwood.  MT, 
over  county  roads  from  Geraldine.  MT. 
Intermediate  and  off-route  points  to  be 
served:  Square  Butte,  Fort  Benton, 
Geraldine,  Coffee  Creek  and  Highwood. 
MT.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  HEARING: 
Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  Montana  Public 
Service  Commission,  1227  11th  Avenue, 
Helena.  MT  59601,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T-6374.  filed 
July  31, 1979.  Applicant:  A.C.U. 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  131  East  Broad 
Street,  Frankfort,  NY  13340. 
Representative:  Roy  D.  Pinsky,  Esq., 

1020  State  Tower  Bldg.,  Syracuse.  NY 
13202.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a 
freight  service,  as  follows: 
Transportation  of:  General  commodities, 
between  the  Cities  of  Schenectady, 
Albany,  Troy  and  Rensselaer.  Intrastate, 
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interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
authority  sought.  HEARING:  Date,  time, 
and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for 
procedural  information  should  be 
addressed  to  Department  of 
Transportation.  1220  Washington  Ave., 
State  Campus,  Albany,  NY  12232,  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Irregular-Route  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Property — Elimination  of  Gateway 
Letter  Notices;  Date 

The  following  letter-notices  of 
proposals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution, 
minimizing  safety  hazards,  and 
conserving  fuel  have  been  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under 
the  Commission’s  Gateway  Elimination 
Hales  [49  CFR  1065),  and  notice  thereof 
to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  within  10  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication.  A  copy  must 
also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for 
convenience  in  identification.  Protests,  if 
any,  must  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

The  following  applicants  seek  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicles,  over  irregular  routes. 

MC  107403  (Sub-E  767],  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID,  ND,  and  MT 
to  points  in  CT,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NH,  NY, 

RI.  VT  and  ME.  (Gateway  eliminated; 
Lawrenceville,  IL.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E768),  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA  ' 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.,  (same  as  above).  Petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  of  the 
Descriptions  case,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the  US- 
CD  Boundary  line  in  ND.  MT  and  ID  to 
points  in  VA.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Lawrenceville,  IL.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E769),  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10  W. 


Baltimore  Avenue.  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative;  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.,  (same  as  above).  Whiskey,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign  commerce, 
between  ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CD 
Boundary  line  in  ID.  MT,  and  ND,  and 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IN  (Decatur,  IL*)  and  OH 
(Lawrenceville,  KY*).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  asterisked.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E770).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.,  (same  as  above).  Liquid  sugar  and 
blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
in  foreign  commerce,  from  ports  of  entry 
on  the  US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID,  MT 
and  ND  to  points  in  IN,  OH  and  WV. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Louisville.  KY.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E771).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr„  (same  as  above).  Acids  and 
chemicals,  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper 
vehicles,  in  foreign  commerce,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CD  Boundary 
line  in  ID  an^lT  to  points  in  AL,  GA 
and  FL.  (Gateway  eliminated:  Lake 
Charles,  LA.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E772),  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  I.,ansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals  and 
washing  compounds,  in  bulk,  in  tack 
vehicles,  in  foreign  commerce,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CD  Boundary 
line  in  ND,  MT  and  ID  to  points  in  MI, 
CT,  NY,  OH.  IN,  NJ.  MA  and  RI. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  facilities  of 
Stephen  Chemical  Company  at 
Millsdale,  IL.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E773).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne.  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr,  (same  as  above).  Vegetable  oil,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ND,  ID  and  MT 
to  points  in  GA.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
points  in  LA.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E774).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative;  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr,  (same  as  above).  Vegetable  oil,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  and  edible  flour,  in  bulk,  in 
foreign  commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID,  MT  and 
ND  to  points  in  AL  and  FL.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  LA.) 


MC  107403  (Sub-E775).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne.  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 

Jr.  (same  as  above).  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in 
foreign  commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ND,  ID  and 
MT  to  points  in  FL,  GA  and  AL. 

(Gateway  eliminated:  Pascagoula,  MS.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E776),  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign  commerce, 
from  ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CD 
Boundary  line  in  ND,  ID,  and  MT  to 
points  in  VA.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Calvert  City,  KY.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E777),  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK.  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  as 
defined  in  The  Maxwell  Co.,  Extension- 
Addyston,  61  M.C.C.  677,  and  acids,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID  and  MT  to 
points  in  SC.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
facilities  of  Dow  Chemcial  Company,  at 
Plaquemine,  CA.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E778).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Petroleum  products. 
as  described  in  Appendix  Xll  to  the 
report  in  the  Descriptions  Case,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in 
foreign  commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ND,  MT, 
and  ID  to  points  in  WV.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Lawrenceville.  IL.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E779).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals  and 
washing  compounds,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  in  foreign  commerce,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CD  Boundary 
line  in  ND  to  points  in  PA  and  MD. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  facilities  of 
Stephen  Chemical  Company  at 
Millsdale,  IL.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E780).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID  to  points  in 
WV,  PA  and  MD  all  within  150  miles  of 
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Monongahela,  PA.  (Gateway  eliminated; 
Robertson  County,  TN.) 

MC  107403  {Sub-E781).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Liquid  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  foreign  commerce,  from  ports  of 
entry  on  the  US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID 
to  points  in  NC.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
facilities  of  Georgia-Pacific  Corporation 
at  Plaquemine,  LA.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E782),  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  MT  to  points  in 

MD.  (Gateway  elimination:  Clavert  City, 

KY. ) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E783).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  MT  to  points  in 
PA.  (Gateway  elimination:  Robertson 
County,  TN.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E784).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ID  and  MT  to 
points  in  MI  in  and  south  of  Oceana, 
Midland,  Newaygo  Bay,  Meconla, 
Tuscola,  Isabella  and  Huron  Counties. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Lawrenceville,  IL.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E785).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue.  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  in  foreign 
commerce,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-CD  Boundary  line  in  ND  and  MT  to 
points  in  WV.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Robertson  County,  TN.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-E786).  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK.  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Chemicals,  (except 
anhydrous  ammonia,  aqua  ammonia  and 
liquid  fertilizer),  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper  vehicles,  in  foreign  commerce, 
from  ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CD 
Boundary  line  in  ND  to  AL,  GA  and  FL. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  facilities  of 
Monsanto  Company  at  Muscatine,  lA.) 


MC  107403  (Sub-E787).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W. 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  as  above).  Benzaldehyde,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Kalma,  WA 
to  points  in  CT  and  RI  (Huron.  OH,  and 
New  York.  NY*),  SC,  GA.  FL  (Delaware 
County,  OH.  and  Calvert  City.  KY*),  KY 
(Delaware  County,  OH*),  MA.  VT.  ME, 
NH  (Newark,  NJ*),  NY  (Huron,  OH*). 

PA,  IN  and  WV  (Painesville,  OH‘). 
(Gateways  eliminated:  asterisked.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-E  87)  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant;  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  NC  (Except  Charlotte)  in 
and  east  of  Rutherford,  McDowell  and 
Yancy  Counties,  and  points  west  and 
north  of  Robeson,  Bladen,  Onslow,  and 
Carteret  Counties,  to  points  in  FL. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  NC  and  points  in 
SC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-E  91).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 
(1)  from  points  in  SC  to  points  in  CT.  DE, 
MA.  NJ.  NY.  PA  and  RI,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  SC  (except  points  in  Dillon, 
Florence,  Georgetown,  Harry,  Marion 
and  Williamsburg  Counties)  to  points  in 
DE  and  MD.  (Gateway  eliminated; 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-E  92)  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point.  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials,  and  veg^able  oils),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  NC  in  east 
of  Cleveland,  Catawba,  Caldwell, 
Wilkes  and  Ashe  Counties  to  points  in 
AL  and  MS  restricted  against  the 
transportaiton  of  caustic  soda  from 
Acme,  NC,  and  5  miles  thereof. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Points  in  SC, 
Lanett,  AL  and  points  in  GA  within  the 
Lanett  commercial  zone.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E96),  filed  April 
19, 1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point.  NC  27263. 


Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  ”95.  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  materials,  and  anhydrous 
ammonia),  (1)  between  points  in  NC  on, 
south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Beaufort  extending  along  NC  Hwy  24  to 
Beaulaville,  then  along  NC  Hwy  41  to 
Harrells,  then  along  unnumbered 
highway  through  Ivanhoe  to  junction  NC 
Hwy  210,  then  along  NC  Hwy^lO  to 
junction  NC  Hwy  53,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  53  through  Kelly  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway,  then  along 
unnumbered  highway  through  Carvers 
to  Council,  then  along  NC  Hwy  211  to 
Clarkton,  then  along  US  Hwy  701  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  then 
along  unnumbered  highway  to 
Chaldhorn,  then  along  US  Hwy  74  to 
Boardman,  then  along  NC  Hwy  130  to 
junction  I  Hwy  95,  then  along  I  Hwy  95 
to  the  NC-SC  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NC  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  SC- 
NC  State  line  extending  along  US  Hwy 
501  to  Laurinburg,  then  along  US  Hwy  74 
to  Rockingham,  then  along  US  Hwy  220 
to  Asheboro,  then  along  US  Hwy  M  to 
Lexington,  then  along  US  Hwy  52  to  the 
NC-VA  State  line;  (2)  between  points  in 
New  Hanover  and  Brunswick  Counties, 
NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NC  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  701  to  Tabor 
City,  then  along  NC  Hwy  904  to  junction 
US  Hwy  501,  then  along  US  Hwy  501  to 
Carthage,  then  along  unnumbered 
highway  through  Glendan  to  junction 
NC  Hwy  87,  then  along  NC  Hwy  87  to 
Graham,  then  along  NC  Hwy  49  to  Haw 
River,  then  along  US  Hwy  70  to 
Burlington,  then  along  NC  Hwy  87  to 
Reidsville,  then  along  NC  Hwy  14  to  the 
NC-VA  State  line;  (3)  between 
Charlotte,  NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  NC  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  NC  Hwy  109  to 
Wadesboro,  then  along  US  Hwy  74  to 
junction  US  Hwy  220,  then  along  US 
Hwy  220  to  Ellerbee,  then  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  Hoffman,  then 
along  US  Hwy  1  to  Sanford,  then  along 
US  Hwy  15  to  Pittsboro,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  87,  then  along  NC  Hwy  87  to 
junction  NC  Hwy  704,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  704  to  junction  NC  Hwy  8.  then 
along  NC  Hwy  8  to  the  VA-NC  State 
line,  and  points  in  NC  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  NC-VA  extending 
along  US  Hwy  221  to  Pineola,  then  along 
NC  Hwy  181  to  Morganton,  then  along 
NC  Hwy  18  to  Shelby,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  226  to  the  NC-SC  State  line:  and 
(4)  between  Greensboro  and  High  Point, 


52944 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  177  /  Tuesday.  September  11.  1979  /  Notices 


NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NC  on.  east  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  NC  Hwy  177  to  Hamlet, 
then  along  US  Hwy  74  tc.  junction  I  Hwy 
95.  then  along  I  Hwy  95  to  Lumberton, 
then  along  NC  Hwy  211  to  Bolton,  then 
along  US  Hwy  74  to  Wrightsville  Beach, 
and  points  in  NC  on.  south  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  NC  Hw'y  200  to  junction 
NC  Hwy  16,  then  along  NC  Hwy  16  to 
junction  I  Hwy  85.  then  along  I  Hwy  85 
to  junction  US  Hwys  29  and  74,  then 
along  US  Hwy  74  to  Asheville,  then 
along  US  Hwy  25  to  the  NC-TN  State 
line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  points  in  SC.) 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-E97).  filed  April 
19, 1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point.  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805.  666  Eleventh  St..  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
chemicxils  (except  anhydrous  ammonia, 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials),  in 
bulk,  (1)  between  Charleston. 

C3i;«'leston  Heights  and  North 
Charloston,  SC.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  SC  on  and  north  of  a 
tele  begiraiing  north  of  Myrtle  Beach  at 
junction  US  Hwy  17  and  SC  Hwy  9 
extending  along  SC  Hwy  9  to  Lakeview, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  41  to  Fork,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  41-=-A  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
917,  then  along  SC  Hwy  917  to  Oak 
Grove,  then  along  SC  Hwy  38  to 
Bennettsville,  then  along  SC  Hwy  9  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  265.  then  along  SC 
Hwy  265  to  junction  SC  Hwy  903,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  903  to  Lancaster,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  200  to  junction  US  Hwy 
21,  then  along  US  Hwy  21  to  Great  Falls, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  99  to  junction  SC 
Hwy  97,  then  along  SC  Hwy  97  to 
Chester,  then  along  SC  Hwy  9  to 
Pacolet,  then  along  SC  Hwy  150  to  Glen 
Springs,  then  along  SC  Hwy  215  to 
junction  US  Hwy  29  to  Lyman,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  290  to  junction  US  Hwy 
29,  then  along  SC  Hwy  29  to  Greenville, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  123  to  the  SC-GA 
State  line.  (2)  Between  Columbia,  SC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  SC  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
north  of  Myrtle  Beach  at  the  junction  of 
SC  Hwy  9  and  US  Hwy  17  extending 
along  SC  Hwy  9  to  Lancaster,  then  along 
US  Hwy  521  to  junction  SC  Hwj'  160, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  160  to  junction  US 
Hwy  21,  then  along  US  Hwy  21  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  161,  then  along  SC 
llwy  161  to  junction  SC  Hwy  274,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  274  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
55,  then  along  SC  Hwy  55  to  Kings 
Creek,  then  along  SC  Hwy  5  to 
Blacksburg,  then  along  US  Hwy  29  to 
Gaffney,  then  along  SC  Hwy  11  to  New 


Prospect  then  along  SC  Hwy  9  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  292,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  292  to  junction  SC  Hwy  176,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  176  to  Campobello,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  11  to  VValhalla,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  28  to  the  SC-GA  State 
line.  (3)  Between  Georgetown.  SC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  SC  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  junction  of  US  Hwy  17  and  SC  Hwy 
9  extending  along  SC  Hwy  9  to 
Chesterfielf,  then  along  SC  Hwy  285  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  903,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  903  to  jimction  SC  Hwy  9.  then 
along  SC  Hwy  9  to  Chester,  then  along 
SC  Hwy  72  to  joanna,  then  along  US 
Hwy  76  to  the  GA-SC  State  line.  (4) 
Between  Greenville.  SC,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  SC  on, 
east  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Charleston  extending  along  US  Hwy  52 
to  Kingstree,  then  along  SC  Hwy  to 
Wisacky,  then  along  SC  Hwy  341  to 
Kershaw,  then  along  US  Hwy  521  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  160,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  160  to  Fort  Mill,  then  along  US 
Hwy  21  to  junction  SC  Hwy  161,  then 
along  9C  Hwy  181  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
274,  then  along  SC  Hwy  274  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  55,  th«i  along  SC  Hwy  55  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  5,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
5  to  junction  US  Hwy  29.  then  along  US 
Hwy  29  to  Gaffney,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
11  to  Can^xibe£o,  then  along  US  Hwy 
176  to  the  NC-SC  State  line.  (5)  Between 
Walterboro,  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  SC  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  junction  of  US 
Hwy  17  and  SC  Hwy  9  extending  along 
SC  Hwy  9  to  Nichols,  then  along  US 
Hwy  76  to  Mullins  and  Marion,  then 
along  US  Hwy  501  to  junction  of  SC 
Hwy  38,  then  along  SC  Hwy  38  to 
Bennettsville,  then  along  SC  Hwy  9  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  265,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  265  to  junction  SC  Hwy  903,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  903  to  Lancaster,  then 
along  SC  Hvry  9  to  junction  SC  Hwy  105, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  105  to  junction  SC 
Hwy  211,  then  along  SC  Hwy  211  to 
Ashbury,  then  along  an  imaginary 
straight  line  through  Roebuck  and 
Pelham  to  Greenville,  then  along  US 
Hwy  123  to  Central,  then  along  the 
eastern  shore  to  Lake  Keawee  and  the 
Toxaway  River  to  the  NC-SC  State  line. 
(6)  Between  Beaufort,  SC,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  point  in  SC,  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
junction  of  US  Hwy  17  and  SC  Hwy  9 
extending  along  SC  Hwy  9  to  Loris,  then 
along  US  Hwy  701  to  Homewood,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  319  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
917,  then  along  SC  Hwy  917  to  junction 
US  Hwy  76,  then  along  US  Hwy  76  to 
Marion,  then  along  US  Hwy  501  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  38,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
38  to  Bennettsville,  then  along  SC  Hwy  9 


to  junction  US  Hwy  1,  then  along  US 
Hwy  1  to  Patrick,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
102  to  Chesterfield,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
265  to  junction  SC  Hwy  601,  then  along 
SC  Hwy  601  to  junction  US  Hwy  521, 
then  along  US  Hwy  521  to  Lancaster, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  200  to  junction  US 
Hwy  21,  then  along  US  Hwy  21  to  Great 
Falls,  then  along  SC  Hwy  99  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  97,  then  along  SC  Hwy  97  to 
Chester,  then  along  SC  Hwy  9  to  Robat, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  105  to  junction  SC 
Hwy  211,  then  along  SC  Hwy  211  to 
Ashbury,  then  along  an  imaginary 
straight  line  through  Roebuck  to 
Greenville,  then  along  US  Hwy  123  to 
Easley,  then  along  SC  Hwy  8  to  Pickens, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  183  to  Walhalla, 
then  along  SC  Hwy  28  to  the  SC-GA 
State  line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  points 
in  NC.) 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E  98),  filed 
April  19, 1976,  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  PO  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleveath  St,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Diawthyl 
terephthalate,  in  bufii,  m  tank  or  hopper- 
type  vehicles,  (1)  frosa  points  in  NC 
(except  Charlotte,  Asheboro,  Rocky 
MounL  Plymouth,  Raleigh,  Goldsboro, 
Sanford,  Kinston,  Moncure  and 
Conway)  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  NC-SC  State  hse  extending  along 
US  Hwy  276  to  junction  NC  Hwy  280, 
then  along  NC  Hwy  280  to  junction  NC 
Hwy  191,  then  along  NC  Hwy  191  to 
junction  US  Hwy  25,  then  along  US  Hwy 
25  to  the  NC-TN  State  line,  to  points  in 
AR:  MO;  and  points  in  IL  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Cairo  extending 
along  I  Hwy  57,  to  Champagne,  then 
along  US  Hwy  150  to  Bloomington,  then 
along  US  Hwy  51  to  Mindota,  then  along 
US  Hwy  52  to  the  IL-IA  State  line;  and 
(2)  from  Asheboro,  Rocky  Mount, 
Plymouth,  Raleigh,  Goldsboro,  Sanford, 
Kinston,  Moncure  and  Conway,  NC.  to 
points  in  AR. 

(Gateways  eliminated:  Spartanburg 
County,  SC,  and  Robertson  County,  TN.) 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E  99),  filed 
April  19, 1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  PO  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid  / 

petrochemicals,  (except  fertilizer  and 
vegetable  oils),  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Richmond  County,  GA,  to  points  in  AL 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
AL-FL  State  line  extending  along  AL 
Hwy  27  to  Geneva,  Enterprise,  Ozark, 
and  Abbeyville,  then  along  AL  Hwy  10 
to  the  AL-GA  State  line,  then  along  the 
Chattahoochie  River  to  Lanett,  then 
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along  AL  Hwy  81  to  Stroud,  then  along 
US  Hwy  431  to  Anniston,  then  along  AL 
Hwy  202  to  junction  US  Hwy  78,  then 
along  US  Hwy  78  to  Birmingham,  then 
along  US  Hwy  31  to  Warrior,  then  along 
I  Hwy  63  to  Decatur,  then  along  US  Hwy 
72  to  junction  US  Hwy  43.  then  along  US 
Hwy  43  to  the  AL-TN  State  line. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  points  in  SC  and 
Lanett,  AL.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-E  111)  filed  April  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road.  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Asheboro,  NC,  to  points  in  MO 
(except  the  St.  Louis,  MO,  Commerical 
zone);  IL  (except  the  E.  St  Louis,  IL, 
commercial  zone):  WI;  MI:  IN,  points  in 
TN  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Iron  Gap  Mountain  extending  along  TN 
Hwy  107  to  junction  US  Hwy  23,  then 
along  US  Hwy  23  to  Erwin,  then  along 
TN  Hwy  81  to  Haw  Crossroad,  then 
along  TN  Hwy  93  to  Kingsport,  then 
along  US  Hwy  23  to  the  TN-VA  State 
lines:  points  in  KY  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  KY-VA  State  line 
extending  along  KY  Hwy  through 
Cumberland  to  junction  KY  Hwy  80. 
then  along  KY  Hwy  80  to  junction  US 
I  Iwy  460,  then  along  US  Hwy  460  to 
junction  KY  Hwys  201  and  1  at  Grayson, 
then  along  US  Hwy  60  to  Olive  Hill,  then 
along  KY  Hwy  59  to  Vanceburg,  then 
along  KY  Hwy  10  to  Maysville:  and 
points  in  OH  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio  River  extending 
along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction  OH  Hwy 
32.  then  along  OH  Hwy  32  to  junction 
OH  Hwy  134,  then  along  OH  Hwy  134  to 
junction  US  Hwy  68,  then  along  US  Hwy 
68  to  Springfield,  then  along  OH  Hwy  4 
to  Maysville,  then  along  US  Hwy  36  to 
junction  US  Hwy  36,  then  along  US  Hwy 
36  to  junction  US  Hwy  62,  then  along  US 
Hwy  62  to  junction  OH  Hwy,  39.  then 
along  OH  Hwy  39  to  junction  US  Hwy 
250,  then  along  US  Hwy  250  to  junction 
US  Hwy  22.  then  along  US  Hwy  22  to 
the  OH-PA  State  line.  (Gateways 
eliminated:  points  in  SC  and  Charlotte, 
NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-Ell2).  filed  April  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  PO  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 


from  points  in  NC  on  and  east  of  US 
Hwy  25  to  points  in  MI  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Saginaw  Bay  extending 
along  unnumbered  highway  through 
Pinconning  to  junction  US  Hwy  23.  then 
along  US  Hwy  23  to  junction  MI  Hwy  55, 
then  along  MI  Hwy  55  to  junction  MI 
Hwy  66,  then  along  MI  Hwy  66  to 
junction  MI  Hwy  42,  then  along  MI  Hwy 
42  to  junction  US  Hwy  131,  then  along 
US  Hwy  131  to  junction  Ml  Hwy  113, 
then  along  MI  Hwy  113  to  junction  MI 
Hwy  37,  then  along  MI  Hwy  37  to 
junction  US  Hwy  31,  then  along  US  Hwy 
31  to  junction  MI  Hwy  115,  then  along 
MI  Hwy  115  to  junction  Ml  Hwy  22.  then 
along  MI  Hwy  22  to  Empire,  then  due 
westward  across  Lake  Michigan  to 
Lscanha,  then  along  US  Hwy  41  to 
unnumbered  highway  through  Tesch, 
Terronville,  Hardwood  and  Felch  to 
junction  MI  Hwy  95,  then  along  MI  Hwy 
95  to  junction  MI  Hwy  69,  then  along  MI 
Hwy  69  to  junction  MI  Hwy  73,  then 
along  MI  Hwy  73  to  the  MI-WI  State 
line:  points  in  WI  on,  north  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  MI-WI  State  line 
extending  along  WI  Hwy  55  to  junction 
WI  Hwy  70,  then  along  WI  Hwy  70  to 
junction  WI  Hwy  17,  then  along  WI  Hwy 
17  to  junction  US  Hwy  8.  then  along  US 
Hwy  8  to  junction  US  Hwy  51,  then 
along  US  Hwy  51  to  junction  WI  Hwy 
86,  then  along  WI  Hwy  86  to  junction  WI 
Hwy  102,  then  along  WI  Hwy  102  to 
junction  WI  Hwy  13,  then  along  WI  Hwy 
13  to  junction  WI  Hwy  64,  then  along  WI 
Hwy  64  to  junction  WI  Hwy  27,  then 
along  WI  Hwy  27  to  junction  WI  Hwy 
29,  then  along  WI  Hwy  29  to  junction  US 
Hwy  53,  then  along  US  Hwy  53  to 
junction  WI  Hwy  93,  then  along  WI  Hwy 
93  to  junction  US  Hwy  10,  then  along  US 
Hwy  10  to  junction  WI  Hwy  37,  then 
along  WI  Hwy  37  to  junction  WI  Hwy 
35,  then  along  WI  Hwy  35  to  the  WI-IA 
State  line:  and  points  in  MO  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lA-MO 
State  line  extending  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  of  MO  Hwys  46  and 
246,  then  along  MO  Hwy  46  to  junction 
MO  Hwy  113,  then  along  MO  Hwy  113 
to  junction  MO  Hwy  118,  then  along  MO 
Hwy  118  to  junction  US  Hwy  159,  then 
along  US  Hwy  159  to  the  MO-NE  State 
line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  points  in  SC 
and  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-Ell3).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point.  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer,  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  NC  on  and  east  of  a  line 


beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  321  to  junction 
I  Hwy  85,  then  along  I  Hwy  85  to 
junction  NC  Hwy  49,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  49  to  junction  NC  Hwy  73,  then 
along  NC  Hwy  73  to  junction  NC  Hwy 
211,  then  along  NC  Hwy  211  to  junction 
US  Hwy  401,  then  along  US  Hwy  401  to 
junction  NC  Hwy  24  at  Fayetteville,  then 
along  US  Hwy  117  to  junction  NC  Hwy 
132,  then  along  NC  Hwy  132  to  junction 
US  Hwy  74,  then  along  US  Hwy  74  to 
Wrightsville  Beach,  to  points  in  IL 
(except  points  in  East  St.  Louis,  IL, 
commercial  zone),  IN,  KY,  MI,  MO 
(except  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO, 
commercial  zone),  OH,  TN,  and  WI 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
caustic  soda  from  Acme,  NC,  and  points 
within  5  miles  thereof).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  SC  and  Charlotte, 
NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-Ell4).  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer, 
fertilizer  materials,  and  anhydrous 
ammonia),  in  bulk,  from  points  in  NC 
(except  Moncure,  Conway,  Asheboro, 
Rocky  Mount,  Plymouth,  Raleigh, 
Sanford,  Kinston  and  Goldsboro)  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NC-SC 
State  line  extending  along  NC  Hwy  108 
to  junction  US  Hwy  221,  then  along  US 
Hwy  221  to  junction  I  Hwy  40.  then 
along  I  Hwy  40  to  junction  NC  Hwy  18, 
then  along  NC  Hwy  18  to  junction  NC 
Hwy  268,  then  along  NC  Hwy  268  to 
junction  US  Hwy  601,  then  along  US 
Hwy  601  to  junction  US  Hwy  52  then 
along  US  Hwy  52  to  the  NC-VA  State 
line,  to  points  in  WI.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  SC  and  Charlotte. 
NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-Ell3).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer,  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  from  points  in  NC 
(except  Moncure,  Conway,  Rocky 
Mount,  Plymouth,  Raleigh,  Sanford, 
Kinston  and  Goldsboro)  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  108  to  junction 
US  Hwy  221,  then  along  US  Hwy  221  to 
junction  I  Hwy  40,  then  along  I  Hwy  40 
to  junction  NC  Hwy  18,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  18  to  junction  NC  Hwy  90,  then 
along  NC  Hwy  90  to  junction  US  Hwy 
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901.  then  along  NC  Hwy  901  to 
Hiddenite,  then  along  US  Hwy  64  to 
Mocksvile,  then  along  US  Hwy  29  to 
junction  I  Hwy  85.  then  along  I  Hwy  05 
to  junction  US  Hwy  158,  then  along  US 
Hwy  158  to  junction  NC  Hwy  48,  then 
along  NC  Hwy  48  to  junction  I  Hwy  95, 
then  along  I  Hwy  95  to  the  NC-VA  State 
line,  to  points  in  MI.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  SC  and  Charlotte, 
NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-Ell6).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC..  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St., 

NW..  Washington,  DC  20001.  (A)  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  dimethyl 
terephthalate,  anhydrous  ammonia, 
fertilizer,  and  fertilizer  materials),  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  NC  (except  Conway, 
Rocky  Mount,  Plymouth.  Raleigh, 
Sanford,  Kinston  and  Goldsboro),  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NC- 
SC  State  line  extending  along 
unnumbered  highway  through  Forest 
City  to  junction  NC  Hwy  226,  then  along 
NC  Hwy  226  to  junction  NC  Hwy  10, 
then  along  NC  Hwy  10  to  junction  NC 
Hwy  18,  then  along  NC  Hwy  18  to  Icard, 
then  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Rhodhiss  to  Granite  Falls,  then 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
NC  Hw>'  90.  then  along  NC  Hwy  90  to 
junc-unnumbered  highway,  then  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  Newhope,  then 
along  NC  Hwy  901  to  junction  US  Hwy 
21.  then  along  US  Hwy  21  to  junction  US 
Hwy  421,  then  along  US  Hwy  421  to 
junction  US  Hwy  311,  then  along  US 
Ilwy  311  to  junction  US  Hwy  220,  then 
along  US  Hwy  220  to  the  NC-VA  State 
line,  to  points  in  IL  (except  points  in  the 
East  St.  Louis,  IL,  Commercial  zone), 
(Gateways  eliminated:  points  in  SC  and 
Charlotte.  NC.)  (B)  Dimethyl 
terephthalate,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  NC 
(except  Conway,  Rocky  Mount, 
Plymouth.  Raleigh,  Sanford,  Kinston  and 
Goldsboro),  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NC-SC  State  line 
extending  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Forest  City  to  junction  NC  Hwy 
226,  then  along  NC  Hwy  226  to  junction 
NC  Hwy  10.  then  along  NC  Hwy  10  to 
junction  NC  Hwy  18.  then  along  NC 
Hwy  18  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway,  then  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  Icard,  then  along 
unnumbered  highway  through  Rhodhiss 
to  Granite  Falls,  then  along  NC  Hwy  90 
to  Hiddenite,  then  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  Newhope,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  901  to  junction  US  Hwy  21,  then 
along  US  Hwy  21  to  junction  US  Hwy 
421.  th«i  along  US  Hwy  421  to  junction 
US  Hwy  311,  then  along  US  Hwy  311  to 


junction  US  Hwy  220,  then  along  US 
Hwy  220  to  the  NC-VA  State  line,  to 
points  in  IL  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Cairo  extending  along  I 
Hwy  57  to  Champagne,  then  along  US 
Hwy  150  to  Bloomington,  then  along  US 
Hwy  51  to  Mindota,  then  along  US  Hwy 
52  to  the  IL-IA  State  line.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Spartanburg  County,  SC. 
and  Robertson  County,  TN.) 

Transportation  of  “Waste”  Products  for 
Reuse  or  Recycling 

Special  Certificate  Letter  Notice(s) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  “waste”  products 
for  reuse  or  recycling  in  furtherance  of  a 
recognized  pollution  control  program 
under  the  Commission’s  regulations  (49 
CFR  1062)  promulgated  in  "Waste" 
Products,  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-85, 124 
M.C.C.  583  (1976).  Requests  are 
processed  as  seeking  authority  between 
all  points  in  the  United  States. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
(including  protestant’s  complete 
argument  and  evidence)  against 
applicant’s  participation  may  be  filed 
withe  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  within  20  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication.  A  copy  must 
also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  I^otests  against  the 
applicant’s  participation  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

If  the  applicant  is  not  otherwise 
informed  by  the  Commission,  operations 
may  commence  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  its  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
subject  to  its  tariff  publication  effective 
date. 

P-9-79  (Special  certificate — waste 
products),  filed  August  13, 1979. 
Applicant:  Robert  Brown,  3715 
Richmond  Rd.  NE.,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA 
52402.  Representative:  Robert  Brow'n 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Sponsor: 
Consolidated  Recycling.  Inc.,  of  Cedar 
Rapids,  lA.  Commodities:  Waste 
products. 

P-10-79  (Special  certificate — waste 
products],  filed  August  13. 1979. 
Applicant:  James  Anderson,  2009  Wilson 
Ave.,  SW„  Cedar  Rapids.  lA  52404, 
Representative:  James  Anderson  (same 
as  applicant).  Sponsor:  Consolidated 
Recycling,  Inc.,  of  Cedar  Rapids,  lA. 
Commodities:  Waste  products. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc  7».2aM6  nkd  9-10-79;  845  amj 
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Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act”  (Pub.  L.  94-409)  5  U.S.C. 

552b(e)(3). 
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1 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Tuesday,  September  11, 
1979,  at  11  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Compliance,  Personnel. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday.  September 

13. 1979,  at  10  a.m. 

STATUS:  Portions  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  and  portions  will  be 
closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Portions  Open  to  the  Public 
Setting  of  dates  for  future  meetings. 
Correctiop  and  approval  of  minutes. 
Advisory  Opinion  1979-42,  Walter  Ray 
Vernon,  Jr.  (South  Carolina  National  Bank 
PAC). 

1980  elections  and  related  matters: 

Revision  of  Proposed  Regulations  on  the 
Funding  and  Sponsorship  of  Candidate 
Debates. 

Consultants  report  on  audit  process — staff 
director's  proposal  to  implement. 

Audit  request  of  Baker  committee. 
Thresholds  for  referring  matters  from  the 
reports  analysis  division  to  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel. 

Appropriations  and  budget — Budget 
Execution  Report. 

Pending  legislation. 

Classification  actions. 

Routine  administrative  matters. 

Portions  Closed  to  the  Public 
Any  matters  not  concluded  on  September 

11. 1979. 


PERSONS  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr,  Fred  S.  Eiland,  Public  Information 
Officer,  telephone  202-523-4065. 

Lena  L.  Stafford, 

Acting  Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

IS-1752-79  Filed  B-7-79;  11:45  am| 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM:  Board  of 
Governors. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Friday, 
September  14, 1979. 

PLACE:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20561. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  1. 

Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  a.ssignments,  reassignments, 
and  salary  actions]  involving  individual 
Federal  Reserve  System  employees.  2. 
Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne. 
Assistant  to  the  Board,  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  September  6. 1979. 

GrifOth  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

lS-1750-79  Filed  ».«-7»;  4:41  pml 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  1  p.m.,  Wednesday, 
September  12, 1979. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Building,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Oral 
Presentation  in  Amendment  to  Trade 
Regulation  Rule  on  Preservation  of 
Consumers’  Claims  and  Defenses. 
CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Ira  ].  Furman.  Office  of 
Public  Information  (202)  .523-3830; 
Recorded  Message  (202)  523-3806. 

iS-1751-79  filed  9-7-79:  9:47  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6750-01-M 

4 

NATIONAL  NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT  CORPORATION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  Vol.  44.  No. 
172,  September  4, 1979. 


“PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND 
DATE:  Wednesday,  September  5, 1979, 
3:30  p.m. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  Sixth  Floor. 
Washington,  D.C. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  Status  of 
the  Meeting  has  been  changed  from 
"Open”  to  “Open  and  Closed”.  The 
following  item  has  been  changed  from 
the  open  to  the  closed  portion  of  the 
meeting: 

Consideration  of  proposed  1981 
budget  of  the  National  Neighborhood 
Reinvestment  Corporation. 

No.  7,  September  7, 1979. 

Donnie  L.  Bryant, 

Secretary. 

lS-1754-79  Filed  9-7-79:  3:44  pm) 


5 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  Week  of  September  10. 
1979. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  St.,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Thursday,  September  13,  lOO  p.m. 

1.  Briefing  on  Report  of  Task  Force  on 
Emergency  Planning  (Approximately  1  hour, 
public  meeting). 

2.  Briefing  on  Report  on  Current  NTtC 
Requirements  and  Guidance  to  Licensees  for 
Qualifications  of  Reactor  Operators 
(approximately  1  hour,  public  meeting). 

3.  Affirmation  Session  (approximately  10 
minutes,  public  meeting,  tentative):  a.  Order 
in  Offshore  Power  Systems,  b.  Order  in  UCS 
Petition. 

Friday,  September  14,  2  p.m. 

1.  Continuation  of  Briefing  by  II.  Denton  on 
Conclusions  of  TMI  Lessons  Learned 
Recommendations  (continued  from 
September  6.  approximately  1  hour,  public 
meeting). 

2.  Discussion  of  Hearing  Board  Report  on 
Clearance  Rule  Proceeding  (approximately  1 
hour,  public  meeting). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Walter  Magee,  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

September  6, 1979. 

lS-1753  Filed  9-7-79;  2:59  pm) 
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